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Court of Appeals of the District of Colombia. 


No. 3193. 


The Knights of Pythias of North America, &c., et al., 

Appellants, 


vs. 

Grand Lodge of Knights of Pythias of North America, &c., a 

Corporation. 


Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


In Equity. No. 32281. 


Grand Lodge of Knights of Pythias of North America, 

S?H th . America, Europe, Asia, and Africa, a Corporation, 
Plaintiff, ’ 


vs. 


i • . * t of North America, South America, 

Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia, a Corporation; S. W. Green 
Joseph L. J° ne s, E. A. Williams, A. H. Newton, L. M. Mitchell! 
i 0 l i? w Y » U “& E -E. Underwood Gleorge A. Watty, J. A. Lattie, 
• a. W ard, S. A. T. \\ at kins, Robert R. Jackson, Henry James, 
Defendants. J ’ 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit •_ 
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1 Bill 

Filed December 2, 1913. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

In Equity. No. 32281. 

Grand Lodge of Knights of Pythias of North America, 
South America, Europe, Asia, and Africa, a Corporation, 
Plaintiff, 


versus 

The Knights of Pythias of North America, South America, 
Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia, a Corporation; S. W. Green, 
Joseph L. Jones, E. A. Williams, A. H. Newton, L. M. Mitchell, 
John H. Young, E. E. Underwood, George A. Watty, J. A. Lattie, 
J. H. Ward, S. A. T. Watkins, Robert R. Jackson, Henry James, 
Defendants. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding an 
Equity Court: 

The Bill of Complaint of the Grand Lodge of Knights of Pythias 
of North America, South America, Europe, Asia and Africa respect- 
fully shows to the Court: 

1. The plaintiff is a corporation duly organized under the laws of 
the State of Virginia, having its principal office and place of busi¬ 
ness in the City of Richmond, State of Virginia, and brings this suit 
in its own right. 

2. The defendant corporation is organized and exists under the 
laws of the United States applicable to the District of Columbia, as 
contained in Chapter XXIII of the Code of Law for the District of 

Columbia: 

2 The defendant S. W. Green is a citizen of Louisiana and a 

resident of New Orleans; the defendants Joseph L. Jones and 
E. A. Williams, are citizens of Ohio and residents ot Cincinnati; the 
defendant A. H. Newton is a citizen of New Jersey and a resident of 
Camden; the defendant L. M. Mitchell is a citizen of Texas and a 
resident of Austin; the defendant John H. Young is a citizen of 
Arkansas and a resident of Pine Bluff; the defendant E. E. Under¬ 
wood is a citizen of Kentucky and a resident of Frankfort; the de¬ 
fendant George A. Watty is a citizen of Maryland and a resident of 
Baltimore; the defendant J. A. Lattie is a citizen of North Carolina 
and a resident of Winston-Salem; the defendant J. H. Ward is a citi¬ 
zen of Indiana and a resident of Indianapolis; the defendant S. A. T. 
Watkins is a citizen of Illinois and a resident of Chicago; the defend¬ 
ant Robert R. Jackson is a citizen of Illinois and a resident of Chi¬ 
cago; the defendant Henry James is a citizen of Florida and a resi¬ 
dent of Jacksonville. 

All of said defendants are sued in their own rights. 
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3. That the plaintiff is a fraternal beneficiarv association, incor¬ 
porated under the laws of Virginia for a purely‘benevolent purpose 
as appears bv the Charter, and also by the Constitution and By-laws 
C * U .j .■ l ■. R?R les °f "hich are filed herewith marked “Exhibit A’ 
and Exhibit B , and prayed to be read as parts of this bill. That 
the plaintiff corporation is a subordinate or constituent body of the 
defendant corporation, as hereinafter is more fully explained, and its 

said Constitution and By-laws have been approved bv the 

3 proper authorities of the Supreme Lodge and Supreme Chan- 

eellor, that is, by the governing body of the defendant cor- 
poration. 

4. That the defendant corporation is a fraternal beneficial associa¬ 
tion, duly incorporated under the laws of the District of Columbia 
organized and carried on for the sole benefit of its members and their 
f^, e t f aneS i and not for P r °fit» having a lodge system with ritualistic 

°* 'i 0 ™’ and representative form of government; that under its 
charter this corporation has the “exclusive right and authority to 

flnd ti rre»i^ e K eX1Stenfe °f ! be S r u P rem ® Lodge, as is now constituted 
and created by representation from the subordinate body or bodies 

that are designated by the constitution, by-laws and ordinances as or 

may be adopted by the body(Article IV, Sec. A.) as app^rs by 

m r j h k d of fio^ondant’s charter and constitution and by¬ 

laws filed herewith, marked “Exhibit C” and “Exhibit D” and 

P. ra y ed be read as parts of this bill. That by Article IV Sec B 

nram! 2 ‘?P y , of which is '‘Exhibit thereto, the said Su- 

prenie Lodge is to be the source of all authority in this body politic 

and corporate, and shall have the exclusive right, power ancf author- 
i? i? 2! tab lsl) and , oreate Grand and Subordinate Lodges, etc. which 
Vn! kf c ? I ]® t,t “. ted and chartered, regulated and controlled by the 
Knights of Pythias of North America, South America, Europe Asia 
Africa and Australia, at such time and place and in such manner and 
form as may be provided by the Constitution and By-laws of Sd 

mav°be^nrnvhhvUf “ - ma j° r A ty ': ote , of a quorum of its members as 
may be provided for in its Constitution or By-laws or bv a maioritv 

vote of a quorum of its Board of Managers as'determine^by Th ,ett 

stitution and By-laws of the aforesaid corporation. That this 

4 L ! 0d ? e ls the P overnin ? body and authority of the 

said defendant corporation, and is constituted and created bv 
representation from the subordinate body or bodies that are desiZ 

tution > By-Laws and Ordinances as or mav be 
adopteii bv the body. Reference is made to Article IV Sections 
^ a 2c i Gharter or Certificate of Reincorporation (“Exhibit C”) ■ 
and Articles III and VI of the Supreme Constitution. (“Exhibit 

and ite manSg£S ant8 ^ ° ffleerS ° f 881,1 Su P reme Lodge 

That S. W. Green is Supreme Chancellor; E A William* is P*»«# 
Supreme Chancellor; Joseph L. Jones is Supreme' Vke Chan^S 
A. H. Newton ,s Supreme Prelate; John H. Young is Sunreme 

! •::d":ll Ex ^ W,Uer; b' ^Ltchell is Supreme Lecturer; E E 
Underwood is Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal; George A Wattv 

« Supreme M^ter at Arms; J. H. Ward is Suprei^eMedlrai 

t , S. A, T. Watkins is Supreme Attorney; J. G. Lattie is Supre^ 
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Inner Guard; Henry James is Supreme Outer Guard; and Robert R. 
Jackson is Major General Uniform Rank. 

5. That at the 27th annual session of the Grand Lodge of Knights 
of Pythias of the State of Virginia etc., in the City of Lynchburg, 
Virginia, the governing body of the plaintiff, beginning June 18, 
1912, there was unanimously adopted a set of resolutions protesting 
against the violation of the fundamental laws governing the Su¬ 
preme Lodge Knights of Pythias etc. by the Supreme Chancellor and 
other executive officers, as was the right of said Grand Lodge if the 
alleged grievances existed. A copy of these resolutions is filed here¬ 
with, marked “Exhibit E , and prayed to be read as a part 

5 of this bill. That these resolutions charged gross mismanage¬ 
ment and misappropriation of the funds of the Supreme 

Lodge, in violation of the Constitution, Laws and Charter; illegal 
levying of taxes on members of the order in State jurisdictions subject 
only to be taxed by their Grand Lodges, contrary to the express pro¬ 
visions of the Constitution and By-laws of the Supreme Lodge, “Ex¬ 
hibit D’’ hereto, Article I, Sec. 6, and Article VII, Sec. I; and illegal 
withholding of the semi-annual pass word from the Grand Jurisdic¬ 
tion of Virginia and other Grand Jurisdictions, which were legally 
entitled thereto. That these charges were true and well founded, and 
have never been answered except by general denials. 

6. That in response to these resolutions, the defendant Supreme 
Chancellor S’. W. Green, issued a # proclamation at New Orleans, Lou¬ 
isiana, dated July 20, 1912, reciting the said resolutions and denying 
the truth of the charges, and suspending the Grand Lodge of Vir¬ 
ginia from the Order of the Knights of Pythias until restored by the 
Supreme Lodge or Supreme Chancellor thereof. The alleged cause 
was the above recited action of the Grand Lodge of Virginia, and 
the alleged fact that said Grand Lodge had neglected and failed to 
pay the lawful taxes imposed when due, and disobeyed the legal 
mandates of the said Order of the Knights of Pythias, and of the 
Supreme Lodge thereof, which was entirely untrue and unfounded in 
fact, as the said Grand Lodge of Virginia was and always has been 
ready, able and anxious to show, if given a hearing, as has never been 
afforded them. A copy of the said proclamation of the Supreme 
Chancellor is filed herewith, marked “Exhibit F”, and prayed to be 

read as a part of this bill. 

6 7. Thereafter, on August 22, 1911, certain resolutions were 
offered at the session of the Supreme Lodge at Indianapolis, 

Indiana, but rejected by that body acting under the domination of 
the defendant S. W. Green, the Supreme Chancellor, who had ruled 
that Deputy Supreme Chancellors appointed by himself in unlim¬ 
ited numbers had the right to vote, contrary to the clear provision of 
the Constitution. A printed circular containing these resolutions and 
setting forth clearly the constitutional limitations on the powers of 
the Supreme Lodge, is filed herewith, marked “Exhibit G”, and 
prayed to be read as a part of this bill. 

8. That before its incorporation vour Orator existed as an un-cor- 
porated Society known as the \ irginia Grand Lodge of the Order of 
Knights of Pythias of North America, South America, Europe, Asia 
and Africa, holding and operating under a charter or dispensation 
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s “P r f me Lodge, and was subject by virtue of the customs of 

St sr 1 »'‘ h * W™ L»dg«, „ toVErai 

That your Orator’s charter, constitution and bv-laws were an- 

ratiorfb/t he^’tate^f Vj 1 ' 0 ^ 6 ’ a, nd f ? r . man y > ,ears after its incorpo- 
ration by the State of Virginia the relations of vour Orator to the Sul 

were . t }j ose °f perfect amity and concord, each recogniz¬ 
ing the rights, privileges and authority of the other That ea ch *in 
its proper sphere as marked out by the Constitutionand Byfi of 
the Supreme Lodge, and guaranteed by the Charter Con^tituti™ 
and By-laws of your Orato?, granted anS a^roTedby’ the SuSe 
Lodge, .s supreme and cannot lawfully infringe on the oiher’s 
authority and rights., That no body can lawfuHy levy a to 
tlle subordinate lodges in the jurisdiction of a‘Grand 

Lodge &Ar!s 1 s; e,i the same - but th ® O'- 

rs attached to the same, and this power bars even th*> c, mro 
L^xlge from interfering in the matter until, if ever, the Supreme Con¬ 
stitution shall be so amended as to revoke the powers of the PrnnH 
Lodges And it is expressly provided by the Supreme Con«tUution 
\ nL Rll rT^ d authorit .V not herein reservedTthe^^ Supreme 
LS 1 * 2'“Ex*»“r )“ G ” nd *-*»»•" < A "M« vif Sec. 

That while, under the Constitution (Art. II Sec 11 th* « 
Chancellor (presiding officer^ is a mpmU r!f * c? ^ le ^ u P reme 

and also in the session at Baltimore in iqiq j P ° 11s in . - 1 ’ 

sage sss&g^sts&s -z&st 

That though by its Constitution (ExhiWt B Article T Wt, r a 
Lodge of Virginia is suborHin«tl L* lu J Ucle A L the Grand 

8 its rights are fully guaranteed by the ^nstitutfon"^^ fS:^ 

Cbmdtuta”*‘J “ ¥ A «icl. IV ofi« Jn 

control of th, Snnrome LM»' i. uiSJ? > * nd "» »«'<“> of thoro in 

C 0m ° r nnle “ -i'b 

in' 

tain members of that body, of an alleged n™ nl.„ ( -? P tlon by cer- 

laws, called the “Constitution and SupS^TuSS*5 ‘Z Knight 
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of Pythias of North America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa 
and Australia”, and that its illegality and invalidity consists in the 
facts: that it was not submitted, in anything like the form in 
which it was so adopted, at the next preceding regular session, as re¬ 
quired by Article XXXII of the Constitution; that it was not adopted 
by a legal two thirds vote, as required by the said Article XXXII, 
because it was rushed through by a minority at the end of the session, 
after many of those entitled to vote had left the hall or been wrong¬ 
fully excluded therefrom, and because many of those voting therefor 
were not legally entitled to vote, being the above referred to Deputy 
Supreme Chancellors, who had no voting rights. A copy of this 
illegal Constitution and Supreme Statutes is filed herewith, marked 
“Exhibit J”. 

. That the officers and governing board of the Supreme Lodge have 
levied and collected illegal taxes on members of the Order in the 
Grand Ix)dge Jurisdiction of Virginia, and are now levying and 
seeking to collect such illegal taxes, under the guise of the Emer¬ 
gency Fund, Defense Fund, or Pythian Temple and Sani- 

9 tarium Tax Fund, and the recently enacted Supreme Lodge 
Tax of ten cents per capita assessed and levied upon each 

Grand Ix>dge of the Order, under the aforesaid pretended New Con¬ 
stitution and Supreme Statutes, all which assessments are unlawful 
and contrary to the express provisions of the Constitution and By¬ 
laws. A copy of a proclamation of the defendant S. W. Green, as 
Supreme Chancellor, dated at New Orleans, Louisiana, September 
22, 1913, and seeking to collect such illegal assessments, is filed here¬ 
with, marked “Exhibit K”, and prayed to be read as a part of this 
bill. 

That moneys raised for legal purposes have been and are being 
diverted from such purposes to other and illegal purposes; that the 
funds of the Supreme Ix>dge are not being deposited in the Treasury 
of the Supreme Lodge, as required by the Constitution and By-laws, 
but are being held and illegally disbursed by other officers of the 
Supreme Lodge, all of which appears more at'length from “Exhibit 
E ? and “Exhibit G ’ above referred to. 

That the funds of the Supreme Lodge have been and are being 
wasted and misappropriated, and that the official reports of the Su¬ 
preme Chancellor and the other officers do not agree, and have not for 
several years harmonized, but show gross mismanagement and great 
confusion in the financial management of the Supreme Lodge Funds. 

9. That the defendant S. W. Green, Supreme Chancellor, sus¬ 
pended the Grand Lodge of Virginia for exercising the right of pro¬ 
test and petition, and that his order of suspension was clearly illegal 
in directing all members of the Order to disregard the orders of a 
subordinate lodge of the Grand Lodge of Virginia, for the reason 
that the Grand Lodge legally exists until its charter is law- 

10 fully revoked by the Supreme Lodge. 

10. That at the Biennial Session of the Supreme Lodge 
held in Baltimore, Maryland, August 25th to 30th, 1913, the Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals and Grievances of the said bodv on August 30th 
sustained the action of the Supreme Chancellor in suspending the 
Grand Lodge of Virginia, and recommended that the charter of the 
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Lodge of Virginia be revoked and the said Grand Lodge juris- 

** d l®°‘ ved b y ‘he Supreme Lodge. That this report wi 
adopted by the Supreme Lodge, and the charter of the Grand Lodee 

lut^nFflf^h" 88 • d fSi ared revoked. A duly certified copy of the reso? 

inH nr«v f J h , e ^ d is filed herewith marked “Exhibit H” 

and preyed to be read as a part of this bill. ’ 

stitution "‘‘ESI)”! SUP T e C ° n ; 

hrahe'suDreml L^'d b f e , n , legI } 11 y d ^ lare d only for diSdiencem 
andUen 

offense by the Supreme Keeper of Records and^ls and suitable om 
por umty given to answer the charges made against it That neither 

was ?r, r ‘ Un,ty !? am " er was here, bit the whole 

t P hTcon't?hoL b T y an , d P^^nged and without warrant in 

Grwid Lodo^of vfr ^ ya y vs , of . the Order, the representatives of the 
urand Lodge ot Virginia having been excluded from the sessions of 

?’- V “* 

12 That the effect of thi °S appear to defend, themselves, 

x*. mac me enect of this unlawful action bv the Snnrpmp 

was to deprive the plaintiff, the Grand L^fvBt ^ ffr 

11 as it was in the power of the Supreme Lodge to do to of all its 

including’ n^ht^ ° r otherwis ®> in or un <*er the Supreme Lodg^* 
affaireund control of'S^preSrLod^” f, 

^ 0 t m cor^S raent ° f itS righ,S iD * he b^he r d?feni 

erty^bot^r^'^an^pereona^'m^hijiing^CWstel^ath'Hoi^e 0 !^!!^ 

tes.tKvvfrr,”,! 5-7^ 

^ sms ^ 

defetdLYioSmKJrnSm 0 ! rtf Lod « e - and the 

Chancellorto^endXuTvm Vi^iT and re 9 uire the Supreme 
tempted and illegal diss&utLL of t^e GrandXXe"^ v^ eC - said a *; 

12 charge of the subordinate lodges therein and^of'aj] 1;he 

asairaB -?«A *S Si 

-d hOTly szsxi V" 0 “>: 
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claiming to act as Supreme Chancellor, on September 24,1913, issued 
at New Orleans, Louisiana, a Proclamation declaring Complainant’s 
charter revoked, and the Grand Lodge Jurisdiction of Virginia dis¬ 
solved, calling on its members to reunite with the order by application, 
to the Supreme Chancellor, and threatening the calling of a Conven¬ 
tion to reorganize the said Grand Lodge of Virginia. A copy of this 
Proclamation is filed herewith, marked ‘‘Exhibit I”, and prayed to be 
read as a part of this bill. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, the plaintiff prays: 

I. That process may issue out of this honorable Court directed to 
the defendants and each of them to compel their appearances and 
answers to the exigencies of this bill. 

II. And your Orator prays that said defendant corporation and its 
officers, agents, attorneys and employees, and all others, may be re¬ 
strained during the pendency of this suit from interfering with or 
molesting the plaintiff in its lawful control and possession of its 
property and assets, and its lawful control and supervision over the 
subordinate lodges of the Order in Virginia, in any way whatsoever, 
and particularly from attempting to enforce against your Orator the 
alx>ve detailed illegal sentences and decrees of the Supreme Lodge, 
and from attempting to dissolve the Grand Lodge of Virginia, and 
from setting up or attempting to set up within the jurisdiction of 
said Grand Lodge of Virginia, that is in the state of Virginia, any 

body or organization bearing the same or similar name, and 
13 from using the seal of your Orator, and from carrying out 

under such name the objects for which your Orator was in¬ 
corporated, and from granting charters to subordinate lodges in Vir¬ 
ginia as the head of the Order in Virginia, and from interfering in 
any way with the pursuit of its objects by your Orator within the 
State of Virginia. 

III. And your Orator prays that the said defendant corporation, 
its officers, agents and attorneys and all others may be restrained 
during the pendency of this suit from further withholding from the 
said Grand Lodge of Virginia, your Orator, its suffrage and property 
rights in and under the Supreme Lodge and the National Order, and 
the pass-word; and from further diverting any and all special funds 
of the Supreme Lodge from original lawful purposes to other unwar¬ 
ranted and illegal channels, such as to the payment of salaries, 
attorneys’ fees and other unauthorized and unconstitutional expendi¬ 
tures; and from denying to the said Grand Lodge of Virginia, your 
Orator, the right of representation in the said Supreme Lodge, and its 
property rights in and to the property and assets of the defendant 
corporation in the possession and control of the Supreme Lodge; and 
from levying and attempting to collect illegal direct taxes based upon 
the per capita membership of the local lodges of the' said Grand 
Lodge of Virginia, your Orator, other than a representative tax, and, 
in brief, to restrain and enjoin the said defendants from interfering 
with, hindering, obstructing or in anywise denying to your Orator 
the full rights and powers of a Sovereign Grand Lodge operating 
under the delegated constitutional powers conferred upon it by the 
Supreme Lodge, Knights of Pythias, North America, South America, 
Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, and by its charter from the State 

of Virginia. 
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jY* y° ur Orator prays that said defendant corporation 
v and lts ofhcers > agents, attorneys and employees and all othera 

IhA y nW y r r es , tralned interfering with or molesting 
, p 1 J in ^ lawful control and possession of its property and 

Z^ofiXlTJ Ul ?? ntr01 - and l Upervision over the P subordinate 
lodges of the Order in \ lrgima, and in anyway whatsoever, and par¬ 
ticularly from attempting to dissolve the Grand Lodge of Virginia 

^laid°rranH n T g J P £ Set Up within the jurisdktion 

«nv llri G d ? f Virginia, that is in the State of Virginia, 

any body or organization bearing the same or similar name and 

m using the seal of your Orator, and from carrying out under- 
such name the objects for which your Orator was incorporated, and 

Sut f r / inate ^ in Virginia as the head 
of the Order in V lrgima, and from interfering in any way with the 

pursuit of its objects by your Orator within the State of Virginia 

'_ And y° + ur 0 J^ r P ra ys that the said defendant corporation, its 
officers, agents and attorneys and all others may be permaneAtlv 
restrained from further withholding from the said Grand Lodge of 

thJ ^ inm> y ° U f ^ rator > its suffrage and property rights in and under 
the Supreme Lodge and the National Order, and the pass-word mid 
from further diverting any and all special funds of the Supreme 
dge from original lawful purposes to other unwarranted and illegal 
hannels, such as to the payment of salaries, attorneys' fees and other 

tot a hi^ expenditures; and from denying 

• t, ™ nd Lodge of V lrgima, your Orator, the right of renre 
sentation in the said Supreme Lodge, and its property rfghts in and 
to the property and assets of the defendant coloration in the 
lo possession and control of the Supreme Lodge and from W 
mg and attempting to collect illegal direct taxes te«ed mZ 
I^dJTYv^ membership of the local lodges of the said Grand 
in brief tr/wSir 1 *’ ^° U J 0r ? t ? r ’ other than a representative tax, and 

S h f a^ywd^draying^I’ou^'ora^tor 

Of Virginia! 8 ’ Af ” Ca a " d Austraha ’ and ty its charter from the State 

>’ our Orator prays that the said defendant corDoration 
and its oilicers, agents and attorneys and employees and nM nil™-, 
may be restrained during the pendency of tlIi? «MifL d a ! ,- ot . hers 

iss .; d SI '§ 

Is 

ASSESS 
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stitution and Laws, falsely designated as the “Constitution and Su¬ 
preme Statutes of the Knights of Pythias of North America, South 
America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia”, or the “Laws 

16 Relating to the Supreme, Grand and Subordinate Lodges and 
Departments of the Order, Revised and Amended by the Su¬ 
preme Lodge A. D. 1913”, above referred to, which was never legally 
enacted and adopted, as required by Article XXXII of the Constitu¬ 
tion. 

VII. And your Orator prays that the said defendant corporation 
and its officers, agents and attorneys and employees and all others 
may be permanently restrained from publishing and circulating any 
proclamations and circular letters addressed to the Grand Lodges, 
Subordinate Lodges and members of the Order, calculated and in¬ 
tended to carry into effect and enforce the said illegal attempted for¬ 
feiture and dissolution pronounced against the Grand Lodge of Vir¬ 
ginia, as above set forth, and calculated and intended to bring the 
said Grand Lodge of Virginia and the subordinate lodges existing 
under its authority and control into disrepute with the other Grand 
Lodges and Subordinate Lodges and Members of the Order at large; 
and also be similarly restrained from publishing, circulating and at¬ 
tempting to put in force and effect as the true and lawful Constitution 
and By-laws of the Supreme Lodge, a certain spurious Constitution 
and Laws, falsely designated as the “Constitution and Supreme Stat¬ 
utes of the Knights of Pythias of North America, South America, 
Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia”, or the “Laws Relating to the 
Supreme, Grand and Subordinate Lodges and Departments of the 
Order, Revised and Amended by the Supreme Lodge A. D. 1913”, 
above referred to, which was never legally enacted and adopted, as 
required by Article XXXII of the Constitution. 

VIII. And your Orator further prays that an accounting may be 
had with reference to all moneys paid to the defendants by the 

17 said Grand Lodge of Virginia Knights of Pythias, or the 
plaintiff, other than the representative tax, and that this Court 

may determine what disposition has been made of said moneys, and 
grant such relief as may be appropriate, and that an accounting may 
Be had of all property and moneys held by said Supreme Lodge, and 
the interest oi the plaintiff Grand Lodge of Virginia therein, and to 
that end to have forthcoming the books, records and papers of the 
said Supreme Lodge having to do with said funds, property and 
moneys, to the end that your Orator’s rights therein may be pro¬ 
tected and enforced. 


IX. That a receiver may be appointed to take over the special 
funds paid by the said Grand Lodge, which funds are being diverted 
contrary to law. 

X. And that all such other, further and general relief may be 
afforded your Orator as the nature of its case may require, or to equity 
may seem meet. 

GRAND LODGE OF KNIGHTS OF 
PYTHIAS OF NORTH AMERICA, 
SOUTH AMERICA, EUROPE, ASIA, 
AND AFRICA 
By JOHN MITCHELL, Jr., 

Grand Chancellor . 
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SMITH & GORDON, 

CLARENCE R. WILSON, 

PAUL E. LESH, 

Solicitors for Complainant . 


State of Virginia, 

City of Richmond , To wit: 

• Mi^hell, Jr., being first duly sworn, deposes and savs that he 

is the Grand Chancellor of the. Grand Lodge of Virginia knights of 
Pjthias of North America, South America, Europe, Asia and Africa- 

Chanel } 188 rea .'. 1,1 e foregoing bill by him subscribed as such Grand 
Chance lor and knows the contents thereof; that the statements made 

18 1.0.1 T Up °. n 'V s °"’ n knowledge are true, and that the 

18 statements made therein upon information and belief he be- 

neves to be true. 

JOHN MITCHELL, Jr. 

^Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of November 

f SEAL l ALICE W. STAPLES, 

Notary Public . 

, “Exhibit F.” 

\ 

Filed December 2,1913. 

Office of the Supreme Chancellor of the Knights of Pythias of North 
America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia 

F. C. B. 

S. W. Green, 

Supreme Chancellor, 

507 Pythian Temple, 

•. New Orleans, La. 

t , 

n New Orleans, La., July 20, 1912. 

Proclamation No. 6 — Series C. 

Po r , aP Grand and Subordinate Lodges, Grand and Subordinate 
Courts, Supreme Representatives, Officers and Member of the 
Supreme Ixidge of the Knights of Pythias, aforesaid Grating: 

A printed pamphlet appears in general circulation without A*io 

rifoT 1 R° hn GrandChancJlorThomas 

P i T R’ an< ^ an d Unanimously adopted bv the 

Grand Lodge, Knights of Pythias of Virginia N A S A a 
A. and A.” which is as follows: ^ A > E ’> A -> 
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19 Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal’s Charges. 

Shocking Conditions in the Supreme Lodge. 

Whereas, The Grand Lodge of Virginia in its 27th Annual Session 
assembled, in the City of Lynchburg, State of Virginia, beginning 
Tuesday, June 18, 1912, asserts that the right of petition and protest 
is the basic principle and foundation stone of all free institutions as 
set forth in the Magna Charter, Declaration of Independence and the 
Constitution of the United States of America; and 

Whereas, The Constitution and By-Laws of the Supreme Lodge, 
K. of P., N. A., S. A., E., A., A. and A. are based upon the same prin¬ 
ciple and include the fundamental plans and purposes of the funda¬ 
mental laws of the government under which we live: and 

Whereas, We have learned with profound regret, not unmixed 
with sorrow, of the violation of the fundamental Taws which govern 
us and the tyrannical power exercised by the Executive Officers of 
the Supreme Lodge, of the political methods used upon the floor of 
the Supreme Tribunal to the end that flagrant violation of the con¬ 
stitutional rights and privileges of the knighthood, of the levying 
of onerous and unjust taxation, of the misrepresentation of facts ana 
figures, of deception and of chicanery, of manipulation of figures, of 
misappropriation of funds as set forth in the financial statement of 
the Supreme Chancellor, Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal and 
the Supreme Master of Exchequer: and 

Whereas, The Supreme K. of R. and S. in his biennial report made 
at Indianapolis, Indiana, under date of August, 1911, used the fol¬ 
lowing language: • 

“I feel that they have a very good line on sales and stock 

20 on hand at this time, in lieu thereof, I am trying to give you 
an outline of the conditions of your funds and guard you 

against a disastrous failure, or cause you to prepare to meet the emer¬ 
gencies that may arise. The revenues coming into the Supreme 
Lodge can not meet the expenses as the reports will show that you 
have drawn very heavily on the Emergency Fund to meet the gen¬ 
eral expenses.” 

And whereas, This official statement of facts shows that the Su¬ 
preme Lodge is not in a sound financial condition so far as the 
Supreme Lodge Funds are concerned. And 
Whereas, the same report on page 3, reads: 

“The Emergency and Pythian Temple Fund have been handled 
through the office of the Supreme Chancellor and Secretary of the 
Pythian Temple and Sanitary Commission. I have received from 
the subordinate lodges under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Lodge 
$351. <0 and sent the same to Sir E. D. Green. I have received no 
reports from that fund from the Supreme Chancellor or Secretary of 
the Commission as required by you until about July 22, 1911, except 
for vouchers passing through my office which you will find in this 
report.” 

And whereas, This statement constitutes a charge of negligence 
on the part of the above named officers, which charge has not been 
considered or investigated: and 
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Whereas, The Supreme K. of R. and S. in his report states that: 
™ 1 he new system of book-keeping introduced by the late Supreme 
Chancellor is a splendid one if understood and vouchers properly 
issued as originally put into effect. If the custom was kept up 
11 of issuing vouchers, showing the exact separation of the fund 
on each treasury, there could be no mix-up; but recently this 
has been discontinued and vouchers drawn on other funds to meet 
the deficiency of the other. I doubt if the Finance Committee will 
be able to reach a just conclusion of a condition from my books.” 

And whereas, This statement in this official report constitutes a 
charge of gross mismanagement and an admission that the lawfully 
constituted committee, appointed for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the funds, money or accounts are honestly and legitimately 
handled, is unable to perform its duty, and in as much as the official 
eyes, the official mind of the Supreme Lodge cannot perform their 
functions, it must be admitted, that the Supreme Lodge itself is un¬ 
informed and without knowledge of the actual financial condition 
of this great organization of ours: and 

Whereas, This report states further as follows: 

“For instance, a voucher is issued to pay the salary of the officers 
in toto, from the Supreme Lodge Fund, sometimes in toto from the 
Emergency Fund, sometimes in toto from the Pythian Temple Sani¬ 
tarium Fund. This has caused considerable confusion to me and 
many erasures to get my books in shape for the Finance Com- 
mittee. ,, 

And whereas, This constitutes a further charge of gross misman¬ 
agement, a charge of mis-appropriation of funds, a charge of a wilful 
deception of a loyal and confiding knighthood on the part of certain 
Supreme Lodge officers including its official head: and 

W hereas, It must be admitted that the proper place and the proper 
depository for all funds of the Supreme Lodge is the Supreme 
22 Lodge Treasury controlled by the bonded Supreme Master of 
Exchequer of the Supreme Lodge: and 
Whereas, The official reports show that the Supreme Lodge is pay- 
mg for those unsatisfactory services, salaries and expenses unpar¬ 
alleled in the history of the fraternal organization in this country, 
to-wit, that the report of the S. K. of R. and S., shows that the com¬ 
bined salary and expenses of the officers, committees and boards of the 
Supreme Lodge amount to $42,000.00 per biennial term; that the 
salary of the Supreme Chancellor amounts to $10,000.00 per biennial 
term and that his allowance to permit him to comply with the rules, 
regulations and laws of the Supreme Lodge as set forth in the report 
of the S. K. of R. and S. amounts to $4,800.00 per biennial term, 
which amount is nearly as much as the salary paid to the S. K of R 
and S. and 

Whereas, It is further shown by the report that the salaries of five 
officers of the Supreme Lodge amount to $30,400.00 per biennial 
term for unsatisfactory service, is direct evidence that the Supreme 
an ^ its funds and its records are being mismanaged and the 
official mandates of the body itself wilfully disobeyed in violation of 
the^ ritual, constitution and laws, and the charter of incorporation: 
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Whereas, The S. K. of R. and S’, on page three of his official report 
says, 

“After the close of the session in 1909 upon going over the min¬ 
utes in preparation for printing, I found that the report of the 
Finance Committee was very incomplete, and it was impossible for 
me to show any harmony between the reports of the financial officers 
as made and reported on by them. I wrote the Supreme Chancellor 
that I intended to call into sendee an expert accountant to 

23 straighten out things. The Finance Committee was immedi¬ 
ately summoned to come to St. Louis for the purpose of ad¬ 
justing the account.” 

And whereas, No statement has been made by the Supreme Lodge 
officials that the purposes for which the finance committee was sum¬ 
moned, were accomplished, but on the other hand ominous silence 
has reigned in Supreme Lodge circles: and 

Whereas, The constitution of the Supreme Lodge as revised, reads 
on page 6, Article I, Section 6, 

“To provide a revenue for the Supreme Lodge by the means of a 
representative tax on each Grand Lodge, and charge for supplies fur¬ 
nished by it, and dues from subordinate lodges under its immediate 
jurisdiction.” 

And whereas, This constitutes the only legitimate and lawful 
method by which funds for the Supreme Lodge can be raised: and 

^ hereas, Article \ II, Section 1, page 13 of the Constitution and 
By-laws reads, 

“Grand Lodges shall have exclusive original jurisdiction over all 
subordinate lodges within their territorial limit and over the mem¬ 
bers attached to same.” 

And whereas, The Supreme Lodge under the erroneous advice of 
high salaried officials, has been misled to the extent of attempting to 
extend its power to levying taxes on members of the Order, in State 
jurisdictions where no Grand Lodges exist to State jurisdictions where 
Grand Lodges do exist in plain violation of the constitutional pro¬ 
visions herein cited: and 

Whereas, This action on the part of the Supreme officials 

24 constitutes an unwarranted, unlawful, tyrannical exercise of 
autocratic power, never contemplated by the founders of our 

Order: and 

M hereas, The Supreme Chancellor has with-held the semi-annual 
pass word from time to time, from lawfully constituted and the law 
abiding Grand Jurisdiction of Virginia and other Grand Jurisdic¬ 
tions, which Grand Jurisdictions had complied with all of the con¬ 
stitutional requirements, by the payment of the biennial tax of the 
Supreme Lodge, the Supreme Representative Tax and all other 
financial obligations, lawfully required of these Grand Jurisdictions: 
and 

Whereas, The Supreme Chancellor by the exercise of his power to 
transmit or with-hold the pass word, has worked injury and humilia¬ 
tion to the Supreme Representatives of these several Grand Jurisdic¬ 
tions, the Past Chancellors, Subordinate Lodge and members thereof 
m denying to them all of the rights and privileges to which they are 
legally entitled under the law. J 
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Therefore be it resolved, 1st. That we protest? in the most emphatic 
anguage against the exercise of such an unwarranted authority 
Resolved second, That we assert our fealty to the principles of the 
Order of Knights of Pythias, our loyalty to the Supreme K and 
our intention of obeying all of its lawful and official mandate? 

Resohed third, That we are of the opinion that according to the 
fundamental principles of our Order, it should only be necelsan to 

j" «*« >• ‘■ring about ,uch'S?.“ 

me pan ot the Supreme Lodge as to cause a cessation of same • 

ReSO Z d ^ V Cal1 u P° n a " Grand Juri^icTns and 
9 = Subordinate Lodges under the immediate jurisdiction of 

2o the Supreme Lodge, to demand an investigation of the charges 

made by the Supreme K. of R. and S. a^inst certain oS 

^ ^^S^reme Lodge, and stops be taken to correct the abuses and 
punish the individuals guilty of same. d 

^Resolved fifth, That, we demand that the reformation be accom 

aKt fmm wUhout the ‘ ime C ° meS that h wil1 brought 

Resolved sixth, That we condemn the further attempt to collect un- 

Fund n aSS p^m® nt8 m nde ^ the guist ? f ,he Emergency P Fund, Defense 
, urK 1 < ? r Pythian Temple and Sanitarium Tax fund • and we insist 

that an S uch amounts that have been collected in violation of the 

SnToXs afte a :d’ Which h ;T n cited - shall te refundSd 
rvanri t • ^ *h e adjournment of the Supreme Lodge to each 

tributed Sdl Wn m pr °P° rtlon t0 amount w hich they have con- 

S 

£“'mT" a K E - ■"<< S s ’ 

Resolved eighth, That we, the Grand Lodge of Vircinia in its 97th 
Annual Session assembled, representing the united S knighthood of 

viSffi rt stLY“ a K "“ hu °< ^«' 

JOHN MITCHELL, Jr., 

THOMAS M. CRUMP, Grand Chancel ^- 

0. K. of R. and S. 

These statements adopted by the Grand Lodge aforesaid are „n 
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The preservation of the Order is just as much at stake because of 
this unwarranted attack upon the Supreme Lodge and Supreme 
officers by a Grand Lodge or members within, as it were, because of 
the attack of strangers without. The legal standing of our Order is 
shown in Creswill et al. vs. Knights of Pythias, recently determined 
before the Supreme Court of the United States and our position is 
not now’ an uncertain one, and being fully advised by the Supreme 
Attorney in all matters pertaining to the end that the ultimate result 
should be without harm, I am preparing now’ to protect the Order 
from evil influences within, the same as the taxes complained of in 
the circular mentioned, enabled us to accomplish the same without. 

In addition to the above, the Grand Lodge aforesaid has neglected 
and failed to pay the lawful taxes imposed when due, and although 
promised so to do, neglected and failed to pay at all, when the taxes 
should have been collected and used for the preservation of the 
Order, but has openly defied the Order and mandates of the Knights 
of Pythias aforesaid in the past and does so now\ 

It is the duty of the Supreme Chancellor to “See that all constitu¬ 
tional enactments, rules and edicts of the Supreme Lodge are duly 
and promptly observed. 7 ’ (Constitution and Law’s 1901, Page 7, 
Sec. 2.) 

Also “Charters of Grand Lodges may be revoked by the Supreme 
Lodge and Grand Lodges suspended by the Supreme Chancellor 
* * * for disobedience to its legal mandates and for improper 

conduct.” (Constitution and Laws 1901, Page 14, Sec. 6.) 

The Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias aforesaid did at the 
last convention held in Indianapolis, Ind., in August, 1911, 
27 which the Grand Lodge of Virginia aforesaid was present by 
its representatives, approve the financial reports of its officers, 
the books were open for inspection and were inspected. A financial 
statement is issued quarterly from the Supreme Chancellor’s office 
and any information as to the receipts and disbursements is cheer¬ 
fully furnished at all times. 

Regrettable as it may be, my paramount duty is to enforce the law, 
and as Supreme Chancellor of the Knights of Pythias of North 
America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, I do 
hereby publish and proclaim that the Grand Lodge Knights of 
Pythias of Virginia as aforesaid, has disobeyed the legal mandates 
of the said Order of the Knights of Pythias, the Supreme Lodge 
thereof, and stands in contempt of said mandates. By virtue of 
power invested in me as Supreme Chancellor, I do declare that the 
said Grand Lodge of Virginia is suspended from the Order of The 
Knights of Pythias aforesaid until the same is restored by the Su¬ 
preme Lodge, or Supreme Chancellor, thereof. 

All members of the Order are hereby warned to desist from any 
fraternal association whatever with the" members of the said Grand 
Lodge, or any subordinate body in the jurisdiction of Virginia, be¬ 
cause of their failure to be in good standing in the Order. 

All officers and members of the Order are hereby ordered and di¬ 
rected to refuse to comply w’ith any orders issued by a subordinate, 
or the Grand Lodge K. of P. of Virginia aforesaid, relative to orders 
for the S. A. P. W. or any order for supplies, or permit any member 
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nate tod™ K ? alb t0 »» a member of any subordi- 

«u!f u e .iT* P * ^ or ? sai< ^ °f the Grand Jurisdiction of Virginia 
although the^r may be in possession of the current or any future 

28 T offi «al capacity of all members, based 

aforesaiTto “*? j*"®.? 1 th ® 0rder of Knights of Pythias 

a, is thereby affected in the various departments as mnv ho 

because of the suspensive declaration herein. P y 

ini 9 6 j l d :\'u° ffice r. at . N ? w 0rle ans this the 20th dav of July A D 
1912, and Pythian Period (33rd) -XXIII. v y U ' 

S. W. GREEN, 

Attest • Supreme Chancellor . 

C. K. ROBINSON, 

Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal 

“Exhibit I.” 

Filed December 2, 1913. 

01 Amertoa* Ch ? nce |> or of the Knights of Pythias of North 

America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia. 

F. C. B. 

S. W. Green, 

Supreme Chancellor, 

507 Pythian Temple, 

New Orleans, La. 

New Orleans, La., September 24th, 1913. 
Proclamation No. 2— Series D. 

T V“ Gr | nd and Subordinate Lodges, Grand and Subordinate 

The in\°fi ng extract 0f the Kfport of the Committee on Appeals 
20 a ?i Gr ! e T ces . w «s Passed upon by The Knights of ftE 
29 of North America, South America, Europe, Asia Africa and 

August 7^ L<M \? t ¥ reof > > n Biennial Session, 
adopted as follows: ’ " & ,more > Maryland, and was unanimously 

Virginia. 
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Lodge, Knights of Pythias of North America, South America, 
Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, during the recess of the Supreme 
Lodge came on for hearing: 

We, your Committee on Appeals and Grievances having examined 
the evidence and heard the arguments of counsel in the matter of the 
suspension of the Grand Lodge of the Jurisdiction of Virginia recom¬ 
mend that the action of the Supreme Chancellor in suspending said 
Jurisdiction be approved. 1 

We further recommend the passage of the following enactment, 


to-wit i 

Be it enacted, that The Knights of Pythias of North America, 
South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, the Supreme 
Lodge thereof in convention assembled, revoke the charter of said 
Grand Lodge, Jurisdiction aforesaid and said Grand Lodge Jurisdic¬ 
tion is hereby dissolved. The Supreme Chancellor is hereby directed 
to call upon all loyal lodges and members to reunite with the Order, 
and said Supreme Chancellor shall take such steps as are necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Respectfully submitted in F. C. and B. 

(Signed) JOHN W. HARRIS, Chairman. 

P. W. KINCHEN. 

E. D. GREEN.” 


1st. In view of the foregoing enactment by The Knights of 
Pythias of North America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa 
and Australia, the Supreme Lodge thereof in Biennial Session 
30 assembled at Baltimore, Maryland, August 26-30, inclusive, 
1913; 

Now therefore, I, S. W. Green, Supreme Chancellor of The 
Knights of Pythias of North America, South America, Europe, Asia, 
Africa and Australia the Supreme Lodge thereof, and by virtue of the 
power vested in me by the aforesaid Supreme Lodge do hereby declare 
the Charter of the Grand Lodge of The Knights of Pythias of North 
America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, Juris¬ 
diction ofYirginia, revoked and said Grand Lodge Jurisdiction of 
Virginia is dissolved, and all loyal Knights and members of the 
Order of Calanthe and members of the L-niform Rank and all other 
Departments and branches of the Order are hereby notified to take 
due notice and govern themselves accordingly. 

2d. All loyal members and Lodges of The Knights of Pythias of 
North America, etc., state of Virginia, are hereby requested to re¬ 
unite with the Order by applying in writing to the office of the 
Supreme Chancellor. 

3d. All former male members of the Order of Calanthe may re¬ 
unite with that Order w T hen they shall have become reunited with 
The Knights of Pythias aforesaid, and complied with the laws gov¬ 
erning the Order of Calanthe. 

4th. All former members of the Uniform Rank of the state of Vir¬ 
ginia may reunite with that Department when their respective Lodges 
wherein they may hold their membership shall have reunited with 
the Order of The Knights of Pythias aforesaid. 

5th. All former members of any other Department or branch of 





GRAND LODGE OF K. OF P. OF NORTH AMERICA, ETC. 19 

The Knights — Pythias aforesaid may reunite with the Department 
or broochg-Uj-J.^odi.i.o, „ *, ,„„ h hr to™, ^ 

aforesaid a convention will be called for the purpose of reorcamrinc 

t of . The Knights of Pythias of North America, Soutii 

Amenca, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, Jurisdiction of Vir- 

glDla* 

Thus done and signed at New Orleans, La., this Twentv-fourth dav 
of September, A. D. 1913, and Pythian Period the XXNlV (34th/ 

S. W. GREEN, 
Supreme Chancellor. 

Attest: 

C. K. ROBINSON, 

Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal. 

A newer of Defendants. 

Filed January 27, 1914. 


j_ J'J le defendants, now and at all times hereafter saving and reserv- 

or e n!nv il ,, .' S t VeS . a i and a manner of benefit of exception that can 
?n (h! y ^ ^, en ‘° the . many errors - uncertainties and imperfections 

0f c 0 , V plal i ,t wntamed, nevertheless, for answer there- 

,h "”' “ *■* •*** «>« 

themiri in ".h i* A *? ‘J* e ■ said bill > persons named 

therein, stating their desire to be incorporated as a body corporate bv 

and under the name of “Grand Lodge of VirginKnighls of 
12 h ^ °J, Nofth America, South America, Europe, Asia and 

32 Q.iVf 8 f fi v d the Husti ngs Court of the City of Richmond, 
tt .. ,Sta ‘ e of Virginia, a certificate to that effect, but the said 

! he same - v ‘j 16 name stated in ‘he said 

1)1 o vvor( ^ s °f Virginia being omitted. 

bill to beTrue 11 thC allegations of the se con <i paragraph of the said 

biM .7fc dmlt th f a,1 ®Kations of the third paragraph of the said 
i mu true V e ? cce P t as hereinafter otherwise appears. 

J 1 * ,Iegatio ? s of . th r e fourth paragraph of the said 

bl i t l’ ? xc ?P t a ? may hereinafter otherwise appear, 
o. I hey admit the adoption by the plaintiff of the certain resolu- 

t 0U ^lT ed in t] 3 e i fifth P ara ^ ra P h of the said bill and set forth 
in Exhibit E annexed thereto, but they deny that the charges in the 

Mud resolutions set forth were true and well founded, or either and 

^nerf the char ^ es h ? ve never answered except by 

general denials, on the contrary, they aver that the said charges were 

/Ul i y v c r plet i el ^ a ?n d duly denied ; 85 hereinafte r more fully fppea^ 
6. They admit the issuance of a Proclamation by the Supreme 
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Chancellor of the defendant corporation, as in the sixth paragraph of 
the said bill alleged, and that Exhibit F annexed thereto is a true 
copy thereof; and they deny that any of the matters and things in the 
said Proclamation set forth was or is untrue or unfounded in fact, 
and, on the contrary, they aver that each of the same was and is true 
in fact. 

7. They admit that, as alleged in the seventh paragraph of 

33 the said bill, at the session of the Supreme Lodge of the de¬ 
fendant corporation at Indianapolis, Indiana, in August, 

1911, certain resolutions were offered but rejected by that body, and 
that the circular, whereof Exhibit G annexed to the said bill is a true 
copy, was issued as in the said paragraph alleged. And, as respects 
the allegation of the said paragraph that at the said session the 
Supreme Chancellor of the defendant corporation ruled that Deputy 
Supreme Chancellors appointed by himself in unlimited numbers, or 
in any numbers, had the right to vote, contrary to the provision of 
the Constitution thev aver the fact to be that many vears prior to the 
said session, in the absence of any specific law, it haa become and was 
a usage of the Order to allow scattered subordinate lodges thereof to 
be represented in the Supreme Lodge by Deputy Supreme Chan¬ 
cellors, and that the alleged action of the said Supreme Chancellor at 
the said session of August, 1911, was in strict accord with and con¬ 
formity to such usage; but on information and belief they further 
aver that the action of the said Supreme Lodge at the said session in 
rejecting the said resolutions was not affected by the votes of such 
Deputy Supreme Chancellors, and that, on the contrary, the said 
resolutions were rejected by a vote sufficiently large to make the votes 
of the said Deputy Supreme Chancellors negligible in the premises. 
They are advised that, in view of subsequent events, as from the said 
bill of complaint and the exhibits thereto appearing, the matters and 
things in the said seventh paragraph set forth and alleged have be¬ 
come and are irrelevant and immaterial, and the same are hereby 
answered solely out of abundant caution and in order to avoid the 
appearance of neglect or unwillingness to answer the same. 

8. They admit the following matters and things alleged in 

34 the eighth paragraph of the said bill, namely: that, before its 
incorporation, the plaintiff existed as an unincorporated soci- 

ety, as in the said paragraph alleged; that the plaintiff’s charter, con¬ 
stitution and by-laws were approved, and that the relations of the 
plaintiff to the Supreme Lodge were as in the said paragraph alleged; 
that at the biennial session of the Supreme Lodge of the defendant 
corporation at Baltimore in 1913 the certain new constitution and 
by-laws in the said paragraph mentioned were adopted, and that 
Exhibit J annexed to the said bill is a true copy thereof as originally 
adopted; and that the Supreme Chancellor of the defendant corpora¬ 
tion issued the certain Proclamation in the said paragraph alleged, 
and that Exhibit K annexed to the said bill is a true copy thereof. 
They deny the following allegations of the said paragraph, namely: 
that either at the biennial session of the defendant corporation at 
Indianapolis in 1911 or at that at Baltimore in 1913, the action of the 
Supreme Chancellor in appointing Deputy Supreme Chancellors as 
aforesaid was illegal; that the said new constitution and by-laws were 
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illegally adopted at the said session at Baltimore in 1913, for the 
reasons in the said paragraph alleged, or for any reasons; that the 
officers and governing board of the Supreme Lodge of the defendant 
corporation have levied and collected, and are now levving and seek¬ 
ing to collect illegal taxes on members of the Order”in the Grand 
Lodge, as in the said paragraph alleged; and that money raised for 
legal purposes has been, or is being, diverted from such purposes to 
™TL and !, llega ! Purpoeai; that the funds of the Supreme Lodge are 

not nPln cr np.nrveif/vl in fVio ~e iu. o_ * ■«• ■% . ® 


or 7 " .—- 01 me ivuuge nave been, 

60 a pdare b^ng, wasted and misappropriated.' They are ad- 

nov. * the remai . nin g allegations and averments of the said 

paragraph are argumentative only and present questions of law for 

an^ered^y *them the C ° Urt ’ * hatthe 88016 are not neces sary to be 

9. They admit that the Supreme Chancellor of the defendant cor- 
poration suspended the plaintiff, as alleged in the ninth paragraph 
of the said bill, and they are advised that the remaining allegations 
fnp t ^!i Said pa y agra J >h .? re argumentative and present questions of law 

insw^7by a them y C<>Urt "" n0t ’ therefore ’ necessar y to be 

bill to tetme dmit 1,16 alIe6ations of the tenth Paragraph of the said 

" deny the allegations of the eleventh paragraph of the 

said bill, that neither notice nor opportunity to answer the charges 

a jf' 0s i wa f P™ and afforded the plaintiff, or that the repreS 

.lefenrf laintiff were excluded or denied permission to appear and 

fhl f«Pt f i ag , a u ln , St the aa’d cha rges, and, on the contrary, they aver 

represented ™ rt.** fW, "TS! 4 of * he said charges, the plaintiff was 
[fP ^fd nn ‘he floor of the convention of the defendant corpora- 

tion and in the Committee on Appeals and Grievances thereof hv it« 

at P kT and^thatX o f Virginia, and four counsel, attorneys 

at law, and that the plaintiff had every opportunity to be heard end 

was heard and presented its arguments in the premises before action 
00 th6 “‘d charges by the said Committee on Appeals and Grievance 
and the defendant corporation in convention al afoS 

36 naraimmhof tt? n that the a,le 8 ation s of the twelfth 

Of the said bill are argumentative and present ques- 

• X^ 6 ? admit that the defendant corporation holds Dronertv b« 

^ h ^ n 'i par T aph of the ^‘d bill alleged, and tEev^ad? 
vised that the other allegations of the said paragraph are areumenta 

“dPrasent questions of law for determination by^ecourta^d' 
unnecessary to be answered by them. ’ 

t 1 ., ey admit the issuance of the certain Proclamation in ttio 

lh * “ M wu mmtion«d, and that “xhfbiu 

“SinlnfaCL* TS 

present ot to to 1 £&E£g% 

fore, unnecessary to be answered by them. ’ ’ th 
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And further answering the defendants say : 

15. On October 10, 1889, there was incorporated under the laws of 
the United States relating to the District of Columbia a corporation 
by the name of “The Supreme Lodge of the Knights of Pythias of 
Korth and South America, Europe, Asia and Africa”, the certificate 
of incorporation of which was imperfect in certain particulars, among 
others in that it failed to state the period for which the corporation 
was to continue. Afterwards and on December 14, 1903, the said 
corporation was re-incorporated by the name of “Knights of Pythias 
of North America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Aus- 
tralia” ? the period for which the corporation w’as to continue being 
stated in the certificate of re-incorporation as follows: “the term be¬ 
ginning with the date of these presents, and at the pleasure of 

37 this corporation or their successors”. Finally, under the pro¬ 
visions of Chapter XVIII. sub-chapter XII, sections 749 to 

765, Loth inclusive, of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, 
the said corporation was again re-incorporated by the name of “The 
Knight- of Pythias of North America, South America, Europe, Asia, 
Africa and Australia’’^ and the defendant corporation, by and under 
the name last aforesaid, since has been and now’ is constituted and 
operated under and in conformity to the said last mentioned re-incor¬ 
poration, and the said chapter, sub-chapter and sections of the Code of 
Law aforesaid. The said successive acts of incorporation and re-incor¬ 
poration are set forth and contained in the plaintiff’s Exhibit J an¬ 
nexed to the bill of complaint, and the same are hereby referred to 
an ^ prayed to be taken as part hereof. It accordingly appears that 
the defendant corporation is no longer existing and operating under 
and in conformity to the said certificate of re-incorporation of De¬ 
cember 14, 1903, and that the certain provisions thereof purporting 
to be set forth in the fourth paragraph of the bill of complaint have 
no relevancy in the premises and no bearing upon the matters in 
controversy between the plaintiff and the defendants. 

16. By Article IV of the Constitution and By-laws of the defend¬ 

ant corporation, Revised as Amended in 1901, of which Exhibit D to 
the bill of complaint is a copy, and which continued in force until 
the adoption of the new Constitution at Baltimore, Maryland, in 
1913, as aforesaid, it was provided that the sessions of the"Supreme 
Lodge should be biennial at such time in August as the Supreme 
Lodge might at each session determine, the place of meeting to be 
fixed at each preceding session; provided, that if no place were fixed 
oq xl the Supreme Lodge the session should be at Vicksburg, 

38 Mississippi, and that at the request of the Supreme Council 
the Supreme Chancellor might convene the Supreme Ixidge at 

a different date. At the session of the defendant corporation held at 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, in August, 1907, there was duly enacted a 
law creating a Pythian Temple and Sanitarium of the Order for the 
purpose of purchasing headquarters for the Order and a bath house at 
Hot Springs, Arkansas, and in that behalf there was imposed and 
assessed upon each Grand Lodge of the Order an obligation or tax 
of twenty cents per year for each male person under its jurisdiction. 
At the session held at Kansas City, Missouri, in August, 1909, by due 
enactment in that behalf, there was levied for a period of two years a. 
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tax of ten cents upon each male member and five cents on each female 
member of the Order, the same to be used as a defense and emergency 

»“ nd th ? fT 0 ? J h ? ld at Indianapolis, Indiana, in August, 
1911, there was duly levied for a further term of two years a tax upon 
each Grand Lodge of the Order in the sum of ten cents for each mem¬ 
ber in its jurisdiction, and upon each Grand Court of the Order in the 
sum of five cents for each member in its jurisdiction; the fund to be 
collected by such taxes to be used for the purpose of conducting litiga- 
t ’°'*, ar j sln £ for or against the Order. It was the duty of the plaintiff 

Hon^Jhto®! 0 ttle *y e 1 ral enactments aforesaid, to see to the collec- 
‘5? ^ Jn^fdac^on of the assessments and taxes aforesaid, 

and at the session of the Order held at Indianapolis as aforesaid the 
representatives of the plaintiff attending the sartsessC reS’that 

fnrJ^ h !i C ° ^ ted ’ ?”• a T >Unt of such assessments and taxes thereto- 

Ind wfjfmnlZ" ed Vkfi&^ greg ! te u he sum o{ Six hun dred ninety 
and 30/100 Dollars ($690.30Land that as soon as the remainder of 

30 as f 3S V 1 J e ?* 8 “S* taxes {6r which ‘he plaintiff was re- 

39 sponsible should be collected the full amount collectible by it 

would be dulv turned over and paid to the Supreme Lodge 
whereupon it was duly resolved and enacted by the Supreme Lodge in 

^ at ‘he Plaintiff be, and it was, directed topay 
the said sum of Six hundred ninety and 30/100 Dollar* M 

and be allowed to pay the remainder collectible by it in four equal in- 
stallments, the last to be paid not later than July 1,1912. The plain¬ 
ed dfreTttofe ^ ^ with enactment 

and direction of the Supreme Lodge, and has not paid any part of the 

said sum of Six hundred ninety and 39/100 Dollars ($6^X30), or of 
the remainder collectible by it as aforesaid, nor has it paid any of the 

assessments ^ taxes accruing since the said session a P t Indianapolis 
17. Thereafter, and prior to July 20 1912 tho nloinfi'ff 5* * 

i^ d H 0f ‘!t dut ‘ e f ‘"‘he Order, and in offensive disloyalty thereto pre- 

‘he certain statement entitled “Shaking Mi- 

iTfn, * he Supre T Lodge”, whereof Exhibit E to the bil/of^om- 
plaint is a c0 Py> and thereupon, and on July 20, 1912, the Supreme 

Stobft Fto f the e bih r of r 1SSU | d h , is Procla mation aforesaid, wLreof 

and offenses ‘of the of ?°™P laln ‘* s a C0 P.y, reciting the derelictions 

nkintiff f!!t. /i, th rLP amt '?, ,n ‘he premises, and suspending the 
plaintiff from the Order until restored by the Supreme Lodge op «?h 

preme Chancellor thereof as it was the right and duty oMhe ^d 
AXrni C «t n tto n °2 ‘°f ^ m .^oordance with the provisions of 
among oti^hings thL ^^i^^^^^ W P rov ?ding, 


An ^ 4 . i- . . v “ v Ljruer, and shall hav#» a 

SJ&TCf' Gra “d and Subordinate! 

Suprem e Lod?e are du]y ^ promptI J^Sved^Sd in aSrt 

totion’” off^n^lhirG^dMS S“Se‘ 

» rSffiWti&srjssa*" ,or 

18. Article V of the Constitution of 1901 aforesaid, as by reference 
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thereto appears, provides for committees of the Order to be appointed 
by the Supreme Chancellor, including a Committee on Appeals and 
Grievances, respecting which, section 4 of the said Article is in the 
following words: “The Committee on Appeals and Grievances shall 
hear all appeals and grievances from the Grand Lodges or members of 
Lodges referred to them by the Supreme Lodge, or Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor, and report thereon with the utmost dispatch.” At the session 
of the Order at Baltimore, Maryland, in 1913, as aforesaid, the Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals and Grievances having under consideration the 
appeal of the plaintiff from the act of the Supreme Chancellor of July 
20,1912, suspending the plaintiff as aforesaid, having considered the 
same and after argument thereof by counsel in behalf of the plaintiff, 
duly determined and reported as follows: 

“We your Committee on Appeals and Grievances having examined 
the evidence and heard the arguments of counsel in the matter of the 
suspension of the Grand Lodge of the jurisdiction of Virginia recom¬ 
mend that the action of the Supreme Chancellor in suspending said 
jurisdiction be approved. 

“We further recommend the passage of the following enactment, 
to wit:— 

“Be it enacted, that the Knights of Pythias of North America, 
South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, the Supreme 
Lodge thereof in convention assembled, revoke the charter of said 
Grand Lodge, jurisdiction aforesaid and said Grand Lodge, jurisdic¬ 
tion aforesaid is hereby dissolved.” 

41 Thereupon, the said determination and report of the Com¬ 

mittee on Appeals and Grievances came on for consideration 
and was considered by the Supreme Lodge of the defendant corpora¬ 
tion in session at Baltimore, Maryland, as aforesaid, and the same 
was by the said Supreme Lodge, on August 30, 1913 unanimously 
approved and adopted; and thereupon, in conformity with such, the 
action of the Supreme Lodge, in the premises, there was issued by the 
Supreme Chancellor the Proclamation of September 24, 1913, 
whereof Exhibit I to the bill of complaint is a copy, announcing that 
the said determination and report of the Committee on Appeals and 
Grievances had been unanimously approved and adopted by the 
Supreme Lodge, and that the charter of the plaintiff as a member of 
the Order had been revoked and the plaintiff as a Lodge of the Order 
dissolved: by reason of which several hereinbefore recited premises 
on, to wit, August 30, 1913, the plaintiff ceased to be and has not at 
any time since been a Lodge or member of the Order of the defendant 
corporation. 

19. From, to wit, March 28, 1894, until, to wit, August 30, 1913, 
the plaintiff was a subordinate or constituent body of the defendant 
corporation (hereinbefore and hereinafter for convenience denomi¬ 
nated the Order), and as such was subject to the Constitution, stat¬ 
utes and discipline of the Order. For the reasons hereinbefore ap¬ 
pearing, and in due conformity to the said Constitution, statutes and 
discipline, the plaintiff was on, to wit, July 20, 1912, suspended from 
the Order until restored by the Supreme Lodge or Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor thereof, from which action the plaintiff, in conformity to said 
Constitution, statutes and discipline, duly appealed, and its appeal 
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ao '??. du l y j* eard b ? Committee on Appeals and Grievances 
of tne Order, as aforesaid, on which hearing by the said Com- 
, mittee the plaintiff had full opportunity to be heard and was 

‘ t f.l e! l reS€n ‘ at '! e s and , eounsel appearing for it, and upon 
and after such hearing it was determined and reported by the said 
Committee, as hereinbefore set forth, and thereafter and in due con- 
fornnty to the said Constitution, statutes and discipline, the report 
^? m ' nlttee was - °n» wit, August 30, 1913, unanimously 
,k 6 S , u P^me Lodge of the Order in biennial session con¬ 
vened, and the charter of the plaintiff was revoked and the plaintiff 
dissolved by the said Supreme Lodge in session as aforesaid. There¬ 
upon, in due conformity to the Constitution, statutes and discipline 

Origin’ iTl iL dl Ir Proclamation of the Supreme Chancellor of the 
Order in that behalf, of date September 24, 1913, as aforesaid the 
forfeiture of the plaintiff’s charter and the dissolution of the plaintiff 

Ant„^i°o r i| Ubordl 5 at f or constituent body of the Order, as of 
August 30, 1913 were declared and announced to the Order at large: 
by reason of which several premises, as aforesaid, the plaintiff on 
to wit, August 30, 1913, ceased to be. and has not at any time since 
been a Lodge or member of the Order of the defendant corporation: 
f " d fZ “i 08 a , °/ th . e J nattere and proceedings aforesaid touch- 

tlff ’ an , d , lte nghts ? nd P riv > le S es as a Grand Lodge or 
°T constituent member of the Order as aforesaid, w-ere 
dealt with and had in accordance with the Constitution, statutes and 
discipline aforesaid, to which, by becoming and being a Grand Lodge 

r s !“ u , ent of thc 0rder > ‘he plaintiff w-as 
bound as fully to all intents and purposes as by any statute or law of 

the land; and whereas, the proceedings of the Order respecting the 

plaintiff ni the premises aforesaid have become and are defin- 

{tne and final without any other or further right of appeal 

, hy the plaintiff, the plaintiff since, to wit August 30 1913 

md now is without any interest in or conceiTw4 the said 

Order, or its conduct, management or control, and is accordingly 

Wlt j 1 °r\ t 40 maintain its bill of complaint, or to have against the 

siW'.te sstzxr* « ihVm »« 

dilate s ,b ' ' I ' fen,i * r " s h “» <» '* 

THE KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS OF 
n?. rt h ameihca, SOUTH AMER¬ 
ICA, EUROPE, ASIA, AFRICA 
AND AUSTRALIA, ’ 

By JOHN S. JOHNSON, 

_ Its Agent. 

S. W. GREEN, JOSEPH L. JONES 
E. A WILLIAMS A. H. NEWTON! 

vmmr M F C S^ LL ’ J0HN H - 
young, E. E. UNDERWOOD, 

?Fe or j ge h A wK T I’ /; T A - HI ■ 
hen S r?°jS T s R - JACKSok ’ AND 

4 3193a d ^^A. COBB, Their Attorney. 
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HENRY E. DAVIS, 

WILLIAM C. McCARD, 

JAMES A. COBB, 

Attorneys for Defendants. 

District of Columbia, ss : 

Before me, a Notary Public in and for the District aforesaid, per¬ 
sonally appeared John S. Johnson, who, being by me first duly sworn, 
deposes and says, that he is the Grand Chancellor of the Grand Lodge 
of the District of Columbia of the Knights of Pythias of North 
America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, and 
as such Grand Chancellor he is the agent in the aforesaid Dis- 
44 trict of Columbia of the said The Knights of Pythias of North 
America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa find Australia 
aforesaid; that he has heard read the foregoing answer by him sub¬ 
scribed and knows the contents thereof; and that the statements 
therein made of his own knowledge are true, and those made upon 
information and belief he believes to be true. 

JOHN S. JOHNSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of January, A. D. 
1914. * * 

[seal.] SAMUEL E. LACY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


District of Columbia, ss : 

Before me, a Notary Public in and for the District aforesaid, per¬ 
sonally appeared James A. Cobb who, being by me first duly sworn, 
deposes and says, that he is the attorney of S. W. Green and the 
other individual defendants whose names appear at the foot of the 
foregoing answer by him subscribed; that he has read the said answer 
and knows the contents thereof; and that the statements therein 
made are true according to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

JAMES A. COBB. 

1 ^Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of January, A. D. 

[seal.] SAMUEL E. LACY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

45 Preliminary Injunction. 

Filed February 2, 1914. 

******* 

This cause coming on to be heard upon the bill of complaint, the 
. RnWavits in support thereof, the rule to show cause, and the answer, 
it is, upon consideration thereof, this 2nd day of February,' 1914, by 
the Court— » * 

Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed that the defendants and each of 
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them afld their officers, agents and attorneys, and all others on their 
behalf be and they are hereby restrained during the pendency of this 
suit, or until the further order of the Court, from declaring or treatr 
ing the fraternal charter of the plaintiff corporation as revoked and 
from declaring or treating the Grand Lodge, Knights of Pythias, of 
the jurisdiction of Virginia, as dissolved; and from declaring or 
treating the lodges subordinate to the plaintiff in the State of Vir- 

i • , . _ ^ to tlie same as not entitled to the 

rights and privileges of members of the order of the defendant cor¬ 
poration, and from calling on members elsewhere to regard and treat 
such subordinate lodges and members as not so entitled: and from 
attempting to enforce the decree or enactment of the Supreme Ixldge 
re\ oke the charter of the plaintiff and to dissolve the 
said Grand Lodge, of the jurisdiction of Virginia; and from circu- 
lating any proclamations or letters addressed to the Grand Lodges 
subordinate lodges and members of the order, calling attention to or 
calculated or intended to carry into effect and enforce, the attempted 
revocation of the plaintiff’s fraternal charter and dissolution of said 
Grand Lodge; and from setting up or attempting or purporting to set 
up within the State of Virginia, a Grand Lodge, other than 
46 the plaintiff, of the Knights of Pythias of the order of the 
defendant corporation; and from doing any other act or thing 
on the assumption that the said Grand Lodge of the State of Virginia 
been dissolved or that its fraternal charter has been revoked 

ASHLEY M. GOULD, 

Justice. 

Opinion. 

Filed April 12, 1917. 

******* 

The bill herein asks for an injunction pending suit and for final 
relief by way of injunction; also for an accounting. Some of the 
interlocutory relief asked for was granted. The cause has been heard 
upon its merits and evidence was given which it is claimed shows a 
violation of the preliminary injunction. 

1 he plaintiff is a Virginia corporation. The defendant corporation 
was organized under the laws of the United States applicable to the 
District of Columbia. The individual defendants are officers of the 
defendant corporation. 

The defendant corporation -was incorporated for the sole benefit of 
its members and their beneficiaries and not for profit. Its certificate 
of incorporation in compliance with the statute provides that it shall 
have a lodge system with ritualistic form of work and representative 
form of government; that it shall make provision for the pavment of 
benefits in case of death, sickness, and temporary or permanent disa- 
r 1 }?- \ he certificate of organization was dated the 24th day 
of May, 1905. The date of filing does not appear. The plain¬ 
tiff quotes at length in the bill from a previous certificate of in¬ 
corporation, or ratherf certificate of reincorporation, executed in 1903 * 
but the last .mentioned certificate of incorporation must be considered 
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as having been superseded by that of 1905, though it seems to make 
no difference which is the charter, there being no controversy so far as 
this case is concerned at least, that the situation under the charter of 
1905 is the same as that which existed under the charter of 1903; 
that is to say, the organization known as the Knights of Pythias has 
a supreme lodge which is the defendant corporation; that it has grand 
lodges, of which the plaintiff corporation is one; and that under the 
grand lodges are subordinate lodges to which the individual members 
of the organization belong in their own right, the grand lodges hav¬ 
ing the right to institute subordinate lodges and tne supreme lodge 
the right to institute grand lodges. The method of organization is 
well known and need not be further described except so far as neces¬ 
sary to make clear the questions raised in this case. 

This controversy has to do in part with the legality of the adoption 
by the supreme lodge at its session in Kansas City on August 28, 
1909, of the following: 

‘ : An Act Levying an Assessment of Ten Cents on Male, and Five 
Cents on Female Members of the Order for an Emergency Fund. 

‘*Be it enacted by the Knights of Pythias of N. A., S. A., E., A., A., 
and A., that a tax of ten (10) cents be and is hereby levied on each 
male memt>er and five (5) cents on each female member for a period 
of two years, and that this enactment shall go into effect immediately, 
the same to be used for a defense and emergency fund.” 

This was adopted by unanimous vote of those who constituted the 
supreme lodge, some of whom were representatives from the grand 
lodges including the plaintiff. After its adoption it was voted 
48 that the collection should begin on November "1st, 1909. The 
plaintiff claims that there was no power in the supreme lodge 
under its constitution, which, though called a constitution is merely 
a set of by-laws, to levy an assessment or tax upon individual mem¬ 
bers of the organization. The plaintiff having failed to pay the tax 
was suspended bv the supreme chancellor and later at its next regular 
session held in Baltimore the supreme lodge undertook to expel the 
plaintiff from the organization. It likewise undertook to adopt a new 
constitution and the defendants claim the right under it to assess a 
certain tax on members of the organization. The plaintiff claims that 
the proceedings at this session of the supreme lodge were irregular and 
fatally so. 

The preliminary injunction above mentioned restrained the de¬ 
fendants from treating the plaintiff as expelled and from acting 
upon that basis. Similar relief is asked by way of final injunction. 
It is further a*ked that the defendant be enjoined from collecting 
the tax provided for in the constitution adopted at Baltimore. 

The prayer for an accounting is based on an allegation of the use 
of funds of the supreme lodge for unauthorized purposes and the 
waste of such funds. 

It is stated in the bill that the defendant holds a large amount of 
real and personal property, including moneys in which the plaintiff 
has an equal right with other grand lodges and which ultimately is 
for the benefit of the members of the order constituting the State 
grand lodges and subordinate lodges under theft* jurisdiction. 

Article I of the constitution of the supreme lodge provides that it 
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. q ^ the source of all true and legitimate authority in the order 

of the Knights of Pythias wheresoever established, and that it 
possesses original and exclusive jurisdiction and power to do 
certain things specified, among them— 

Sec. 6 . To provide a revenue for the Supreme Lodge by means of 
a representative tax on each Grand Lodge, and charges for supplies 

furnished by it, and dues from Subordinate lodges under its immedi¬ 
ate jurisdiction. 

Step. 9. To enact laws and regulations of general application to 
carry into effect the foregoing and all other powers reserved by this 
Constitution to the Supreme Lodge or its officers, and such as may be 
necessary to enforce its legitimate authority over Grand and Sub- 
ordinate lodges under its immediate jurisdiction. 

Article XXXII relating to amendments is as follows 

r j ? lt ? 1 r ? tlon °, r amendment to the Constitution of the Supreme 
Lodge shall be made unless presented at a regular session and adopted 
\ a two-third vote at the next succeeding regular session; provided, 
that no change shall be made in the Written or Unwritten Work 
unless the same lay over from one session to another, nor them, unless 
four-fifths of the representatives concur therein: provided alwavs 
however, that the Supreme Lodge shall have the power to exercise a 
special prerogative to alter or amend any part or portion of the fore- 

f, oln i? r Constitution by unanimous consent, whenever the interests of 
tne Order so demand. 

When a sufficient number of subordinate lodges are established in 
any jurisdiction a grand lodge may be established, such grand lodges 
consisting of representatives from the subordinate lodges. By article 
v II ., it is provided among other things as follow’s: 

Section 1 Grand Lodges exist by virtue of a Charter or Dispensa¬ 
tion issued by authority of the Supreme Lodge, or Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor dunng its recess. They shall conform to * * * regulations 
pr^enbed by the Supreme Lodge, in accordance with this Constitu¬ 
tion, and shall be subject to the provisions hereof and right of anneal • 

fe-Urr W* jurisdiction over all Subordinate Lodges 
within their territorial limit, and over the members attached to the 
same. 

Section 2 All power and authority not herein reserved to the 
Supreme Lodge is hereby delegated to the Grand Lodges: the Su¬ 
preme Lodge however, reserving to itself the right, at any time bv 

proper amendments, duly adopted, to promote the well 'being and 
harmony of the Order. 6 

5° Section 3. Each Grand Lodge shall adopt a Constitution 
for its own government, and also a Constitution for its Sub¬ 
ordinates which Constitution shall be in accordance with the pro- 

Constitution and the laws made in pursuance hereof. 
The Constitution of Grand Lodges and amendments thereof shall not 
go into effect until submitted to and approved by the Supreme Chan- 
cellor or Supreme Lodge. 

Section 6 . Charter of Grand Lodges may be revoked by the Su¬ 
preme Lodge, and Grand Lodges suspended by the Supreme Chan 
cellor for non-conformity to the Work, Ceremonies or Ritual adopted' 

improper conduct°^ 8e ’ for dlsobedience to its le 8 al mandates, anJTor 
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The act of the supreme lodge at Kansas City in undertaking to pro¬ 
vide for the tax now objected to by the plaintiff was not formally 
offered as an amendment to the constitution. It would have been 
possible had all those present so voted to have formally amended the 
constitution, then to have adopted a tax, and then to have repealed the 
constitutional provision which authorized it. The money sought to 
be raised was needed for legitimate purposes, one of them being to 
defend suit which had been brought against the defendant corpora¬ 
tion by the white Knights of Pythias, the defendant organization 
being made up of colored persons, who it was claimed, had no right 
to make use of the designation Knights of Pythias.” In this situation 
the question immediately arises whether in undertaking to amend the 
constitution the method of procedure involves substance or merely 
form. On the one side it is said that as the vote to levy the tax was 
unanimous it makes no difference that the constitution was not in 
terms amended because the supreme lodge was empowered to adopt 
any policy by a unanimous vote; in other words, that the essence of 
the matter was unanimity and not the form in which unanimous 
action was taken. On the other hand it is said that the Constitution 
of the order except so far as it is controlled by the certificate 

51 of incorporation is supposed to embody an expression of the 
permanent policy of the organization, (subject of course to 

amendment) and that it does not follow because a representative is 
willing to vote for an emergency measure intended to be operative 
only for a short time or only in a single instance and not to embody 
any expression of views as to permanent policy he would as readily 
vote for a constitutional amendment authorizing the doing at any 
time and as often as desired of that which the enactment in question 
authorized to be done once only. It may be urged further that those 
constituting the supreme lodge did so in a representative capacity 
only and that the grand lodges which they represented directly and 
subordinate lodges and individual members thereof which and whom 
they represented indirectly were entitled to have any amendment to 
the constitution adopted as an expression of permanent policy after 
careful deliberation followed by a unanimous vote which should ex¬ 
press the views of the representatives as to permanent policy. The 
sounder view to take of the matter is to treat the question as one in¬ 
volving substance and not mere form. 

It is claimed that the plaintiff is estopped to deny the validity of 
the tax and its obligation to collect because it collected a considerable 
sum and turned it over to the supreme lodge at its session in Indian¬ 
apolis in 1911. Even if the evidence in the case warranted a finding 
that the grand lodge of Virginia paid part of the tax without protest 
and promised to pay the balance, or that a protest was of no signifi¬ 
cance, in what provision of the constitution can the power to ratify 
be found? The grand lodge is made up of representatives from the 
subordinate lodges. Nothing has been found in the by-laws of the 
lodges subordinate to the plaintiff nor has any provision of the 

52 certificate of incorporation or by-laws of the plaintiff has been 
pointed out which could be construed as creating a relation 

of the grand lodge to the supreme lodge or to the subordinate lodges 
or individual members that would give to the grand lodge such au- 
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«* th« supreme lodge 
°Wigation to make future collections could not be created hv 
IcdgeT‘fixed by The of teC^ b * 

other aTlZs^ngth The?on,. e rV COrP ° 1 ' ati0nS deali 4 wi/each 

s ie w /» .K?,r 

memCof ,k" ly and l ’ v lhe constitution. Any 

»no.S'£.l K A b dl. P, ±3 biST “ W “ 

i*• S»" d lodge of Vir- 

the tax which the supreme lSdge unirt2»fc! to C ° ect and pay °. ver 
it to be a valid tax What Ju a ^ € f s e . ven assuming 

amendment to the constitution dijnS!? by ^? e , defel ?dant to be an 

upon the grand lodges any obligation to"oU^T^Vhf.' mp ° ?e d ' re0tly 
made directly on individual ™ * ?? llect \ The aa8ess ment was 

in the constitut"on whiKvTth« t h °/ There is nothing 

on a grand lodge as thlnmlr^v *1 ? shal1 be any such obligation 
being the situation bv what^thoH^ in this «*>• That 

53 fodge may £ eSille?for‘faif ,tU ^ 0n pr °T ides tha ‘ a ^and 

wise,' was laid upon the Land feJT no M co 'nmand, legal or other- 
be assessed. & d&es *° coPect tax undertaken to 

be Effected a bvM SulSo^Th^d 88 pr T^ y ri g hts which will 
rights. " expulsion. The evidence discloses such property 

families”oTdeceaLd member^bvLwiTh o"’ passed ., for the benefit of 
death of a member a cemdn 1™ ? k S f ,rovlded 'hat upon the 

shin' °E legaI ^ntatives accLdfng to tK e tenLhtf't h hiS 

ft, .™7h,r,r P ^.“d7.r.{ “ ,5 j,‘ r -X- 

order to keep the policy alive k quarterly payments thereafter:in 

a ffected *in t*is expel led^ ; likewise thfrird/f th f g !f nd , ,odge would be 
the organization who refused to Dav the t« ^ ° f '“^dual members of 
of the constitution may Ziyf l^ f as ? e f sed - A certain article 
of the individual membSTwho dfd nf ^ ^ prot T t the interests 
sion of the grand lod^e c llr u • + pay n 9 twit ^standing the expul- 

given to it bS it wL J VT" is ondou&edlv to be 

defendants that when a grand lodL^ 8 f °/ both plaint i ff and the 
lodges and individual member ? , exist ‘, he subordinate 

tion of the supreme lodge until a new Land ^fld U ” der the j urisdic - 
that is not a material matter here 18 or S aniz od but 

““ »f u* «»« ot .n'XJ'E'u” 1 [Sffjg 
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54 because the law is well established that when property rights 
are to be disturbed the action of the representatives of a fra¬ 
ternal organization must be strictly regular. 

The evidence is not sufficient to warrant a finding of unlawful 
diversion of money paid to the Supreme Lodge. . 

The plaintiff is not entitled to recover the amount which it paid 
into the Supreme Lodge at the time of the convention held at Indian¬ 
apolis, even assuming that the evidence shows what the plaintiff 
claims for the reason that the money was collected by it for the pur¬ 
pose of being turned over to the Supreme Lodge. The dispute was as 
to whether it was collected and paid by virtue of the action taken at 
Kansas City by the supreme lodge as a valid act or whether it was 
collected and paid over by plaintiff in its own right. 

The plaintiff asks for certain relief based upon the elaim that the 
constitution of the defendant corporation adopted at Baltimore in 
1913 was not properly adopted. Three grounds for this claim are 
alleged: one, that the records of the proceedings at that convention 
do not show that the alleged constitution was adopted by a two-thirds 
vote as required by the constitution which it was sought to supersede; 
the second, that deputy supreme chancellors were allowed to vote at 
the contention without any right on their part, so to do; and third, 
that the constitution adopted at the convention was not as proposed at 
a previous convention but that changes were made from the proposed 
constitution. * 

The record of the official proceedings of the Baltimore convention 
show that the new constitution was taken up for adoption at a session 
of the convention held on August 30, and that on that day a 

55 quorum was present. Also that the Committee on Laws and 
Supervision submitted a partial report on the new Supreme 

Lodge constitution and that on motion of the Supreme Attorney it 
was decided that where sections were read and there are no objections 
they stand approved. Thereupon the proposed constitution was read 
section by section and some of the proposed sections were adopted 
without amendments. On an amendment being proposed to one sec¬ 
tion there was a roll call and the record shows the aye and no votes. 
The concluding action of the convention is reported in the record as 
follows: 

“On motion of Representative Mitchell, of Texas, the Supreme 
Lodge ratified and adopted the Constitution as a whole. ’ 

It is claimed that as the minutes do not show that the adoption was 
by a two-thirds vote as required by the constitution then existing the 
constitution was not legally adopted. What is imported by such a 
record is settled for this District in National Council v. State Council, 
27 App. D. C. 1, where it is held that a record showing that it was 
“moved that the report be accepted and the laws adopted, which was 
agreed to,” imports that only a quorum of the body was present and 
ft\at a majority voted for the motion. In accord with this case are 
American Tube Works v. Boston Machine Co., 139 Mass. 5; Mayberry 
v. Mead, 80 Maine 27. To the contrary is Heintzelman v. Druids 
Relief Ass’n, 38 Minn. 138, and other cases. The defendants here 
however offered testimony which was admitted showing that the con¬ 
stitution was adopted unanimously. It was testified that the only 
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* h H en actio ! 1 , of the w as not unanimous was when the 
ayes and noes were taken as above stated. The plaintiff objected to 

tins claiming that it was not competent to thus show the 

action of the convention, but previously in the course nf th*» 

fendan^ to off allowed . over objection of the de- 
tendants to oner testimony to impeach the minute ^ 

session of the Supreme Lodge held in Indianapolis by showing that 

“ transaction, took place which were not recorded Conse- 

esDeciaUv as thlwf 13 now esto PP e , d from taking the opposite stand, 
specially as the testimony in regard to the Baltimore convention was 

not offered for the purpose of impeaching the record but merelv to 

supplement it by showing in full the action rm ) nWia p” !l? 

Such being the situation it is unnecessary here to go into a discussion 

of the cases passing upon the competency of such testimony Perhans 

In.hnrit d ™P°® lbl ? ?o reconcile the decisions but there is g3 
authority for the admission of such testimony g 

noratton nTlfed,7 s lon S since decided that the action of a cor- 

12 Wheat1i4 Tn Hlmfn ln " ntln & « an k of U. S. v. Dandridge, 
p » ht M '. ln pa" 11 * 1 v. Supreme Council Royal Arcanum 152 
Pa St 537 where the record showed merely that a motion was made 

dld , 9 ]|° W the act , lon u Pon it, it was stated that it was pro^r to 

Chev-ra Kadisho 205 Pa4 P 59,' ^reSence Sfadm ttodTshow 

Stoto yTrrTe? ambiguous 

, . j * arr i?r> fl4 La. 5/9. In the following cases it was held nr 

stated that while the minutes were the best evidence nevertheless narol 

evidence was admissible for the purpose of impeaching rornrH□ r 1 

porations. Nonvich Ins. Society v Or^on R R Co 

Just y. Idaho Canal Co., 16 Idaho, 639;Tawkshaw v^upreme ^ 

Knights of Honor, 29 Fed. Rep., 770; the last mSnedSS 

57 holding that where the evidence is offered for impeLhment it 

NationaT Counci'r7 471 r" d sa ,‘ s,actory - which is also decided in 
i anonai i^ouncil v. State Council, supra. No refprpnpp \ a 

cases involving the action of municipal corporations as they mav per¬ 
haps be said to be on a different basis, although the authorities m P re- 
gard to such cases are not all to the same effect 

In Handley v. Stutz, 139 U. S. 417 where the Pe.,w u a a 

°! a cor P°ration in Jing^ inc^^f Jt7 
stock, the articles of incorporation provided that thi« mirrLf bl Ji 1 

upon a vote of the majori^ of the stockholder The mS^sS 

Xb:TncrS™° U Ti; rCS0,Ved th K at * he ca P ital -toe”rf&US 

C"/ , increased. The minute had not been entered UDon the 

tooks .at the time it was adopted and the ruling of the Zrt Zs that 

of the Ztotton ?h ent 7 immed ' ate| y did not affect the vdidUy 

The testimony here that the action of the Baltimore convention we. 

ZZZZ™ not “ ntradk ‘ ,e 1 d “ d there seems totenothingln the 
record of the proceedings at the convention to make it imnmner to 

Sit lr ! ea,lln K to Uie word “unanimous,” and to find therefore 
that the testimony establishes that everyone orient ™tli rTfVu 
adoption of the constitution y present voted for the 

5—3193a 
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In view of what has just been stated in regard to the adoption of the 
constitution it makes no difference whether the deputy supreme chan¬ 
cellors were rightfully present or not, but as to the future the question 
is settled by the new constitution which does not give them the right 
to vote, but, on the contrary, gives them merely the privilege 

58 of the floor without a vote. 

The contention that the constitution adopted at Baltimore 
is invalid because not in the identical form as proposed cannot be 
sustained. The constitution under which the boay was acting at the 
time as already stated provided that no alteration or amendment 
should be made unless presented at a regular session and adopted by a 
two-thirds vote at the next succeeding regular session. The purpose 
of such a provision is obvious. It is that parties interested may be put 
on notice that an attempt will be made to amend the constitution in 
certain particulars so that they may have an opportunity to instruct 
their delegates generally on the propositions involved. It certainly 
cannot be contemplated by such a provision that the identical pro¬ 
posed amendments must be adopted without anv alteration. 

It is contended that there was violation of the injunction decree 
granted herein. If there was such violation it appears not to have 
been deliberate for it was believed that whatever the defendants did 
was not done on the basis of an expulsion, which Mr. Justice Gould 
held to be without authority, but on the basis of a suspension which he 
did not hold to be invalid. 

A decree in accordance with the foregoing will be signed. Give two 
days’ notice of settlement. 

By the Court: 

WALTER I. McCOY, 

JU8tic€. 

59 Decree. 

Filed June 1, 1917. 

******* 


This cause having come on for consideration by the Court upon the 
pleadings, evidence and proceedings herein, and having been pre¬ 
sented and argued by the counsel and considered by the Court, it is 
this 1st day of June, 1917, ordered, adjudged and decreed:— 

1. That the defendant, the Knights of Pythias of North America, 
South America, Europe, Asia and Africa, its officers, agents, attorneys 
and all others on its behalf, be, and they are hereby, restrained and 
permanently enjoined from attempting to enforce the decree or enact¬ 
ment of the Supreme Lodge of the said defendant Order of the 
Knights of Pythias, adopted at its Biennial Session held at Baltimore 
City, Maryland, in the year 1913, purporting to revoke the charter 
of the plaintiff and to dissolve the said plaintiff Grand Lodge of the 
jurisdiction of Virginia, and, further, from doing any other act or 
thing on the assumption that the said plaintiff Grand Lodge has been 
dissolved, or that its fraternal charter has been revoked, or that the 
said plaintiff Grand Lodge is liable to be dissolved, or that its said 
charter is revocable, or liable to be revoked, by reason of any cause or 
matter existing, or claimed to exist, or arising and occurring, or 
claimed to have arisen or occurred, prior to the date hereof. 
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th p'irni!?M Urt ^%°r^? red ’ a ^J ud g e d and decreed That the defendants, 

’ a1 a &° f /7 th . ,a8 , ° f Nort i? America - ^‘h America, Europe 
Asia, Afnca and Australia, its officers, agents, attorneys and all others 

60 ‘a,, • / he, and they are hereby, restrained and perma- 

60 en J ome d ^om enforcing or attempting to enforce the 

23?wStaSK rftSSSISJ' " ,r " J or lh « ~~ ™>&»J ■» 

ante the 8 Knhrht or f de r;. adjudged and decreed That the defend- 
sw™ a nights of Pvthias of North America, South America 
u ,P ’ Africa and Australia, its officers, agents, attorneys and 
all others on its behalf be, and they are hereby, reltrain^ aK™* 
nently enjoined from collecting or undertaking so to do any unpaid 
pwtion of the certain tax claimed and assumed to have beln levied 

OrderJf theTnfghts o P f Pythtat’hSSstsi™ hdd ttKansas 

the Dkintiff ?n r fnr dered ’ adju , dged and decreed That the praveis of 
anv of them /J a F T f c t ou * tm & and (2) that the defendants, or 

Court and t.SWhaMW' !°, w 0r *° j a X e been > in contem Pt of the 
OrfCT of the Rnieht and Supreme Statutes of the said 

raer oi the Knights of Pythias, Laws relating to the Snnmmp 

Grand and Subordinate Lodges and the Departments of the Order’ 

l^d 8 ^ Ae d vMTlQ d i t ^ the S , uprem ® at Baltimore, Mary’ 

K u D dt y r,i 9 l ( i! reln l afte 1 i : collectivel y called Constitution), 
oe adjudged not to have been legally enacted and adopted and (4) 

„t d 6 f d r^ 1)6 r ? trained and ^joined from putting the same 
nJ ?,i d effect as the true and lawful Constitution of the^aid 

denlS nightS ° f PythiaS ’ be ’ and the same °severally are 
61 JtJZ,* further ordered, adjudged and decreed, That the 

•*.u ^ “ d 1»™ 

By the Court: 

WALTER I. McCOY, 

Justice. 

ooo.fio** 1 n0ted ’ in 0pen Court and P enal 'y of bond fixed at $10,- 

WALTER I. McCOY, 

\m j Justice. 

Memoranda. 

prevrfS filed 7-B °" d * “ A Pr~l for $10,000. .p- 

i qi ^c'~7^^ a ^ €men t of Evidence submitted. 

y J?l§r~^>tatement of Evidence signed and filed. 
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Assignments of Error. 

Filed May 31, 1918. 

******* 

The Court erred as follows: 

1 . In holding that the assessment or tax enacted and levied 

62 by act of the Supreme Lodge of the Defendant, the Order of 
the Knights of Pythias, in Biennial Session at Kansas City, 

Missouri, in 1909, was not legal, valid and binding upon the Plain¬ 
tiff. 

2. In not holding to the contrary. 

3. In holding that the said assessment or tax was not duly enacted 
and levied in accordance with the law and procedure of the said 
Order. 

4. In not holding to the contrary. 

5. In holding that the Plaintiff was not duly obligated, by the said 
law and procedure, to meet and pay the said assessment or tax. 

6 . In not holding to the contrary. 

7. In not holding that, prior to the filing of the Bill of Complaint, 
the Plaintiff was estopped to deny or to question the validity and 
obligation upon it of the said assessment or tax. 

8 . In holding to the contrary. 

9. In holding that the suspension of the Plaintiff by the proclama¬ 
tion of the Grand Chancellor of the said Order of July 20, 1912, was 
not valid and binding upon the Plaintiff. 

10. In not holding to the contrary. 

11 . In holding that the action of the Committee on Appeals and 
Grievances of the Defendant in the case of the Plaintiff, as appearing 
from the record, was not regular, valid and binding upon the 
Plaintiff. 

12. In not holding to the contrary. 

13. In holding that the action of the Supreme Lodge of the De¬ 
fendant upon the said action of the said Committee was not regular, 

valid and binding upon the Plaintiff. 

63 14. In not holding to the contrary. 

15. In holding that the proclamation of the Grand Chan¬ 
cellor of the said Order, of September 24, 1913, declaring the charter 
of the Plaintiff as a member of the said Order revoked and its Grand 
Lodge jurisdiction dissolved, was not regular, valid and binding upon 
the Plaintiff. 

16. In not holding to the contrary. 

17. In granting the Plaintiff any relief in the premises. 

18. In not dismissing the Bill of Complaint. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, 
JAMES A. COBB, 

Attorneys for Defendants-Appellants. 
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Designation of Record. 

Filed May 31, 1918. 

* * * * ♦ . * * 

The defendants, appellants, designate the following to constitute 
the record on their appeal in the above entitled cause • 

1 . Bill of Complaint and Exhibits “F”, and *T\ 

2 . Preliminary Injunction of February 2 1914 

3. Answer of Defendants. 

dence Mem0randUm ° f Extensions of Time to settle Statement of Evi- 

5. Opinion of Court. 

6 . Final Decree. 

7. Memorandum of Filing and Approval of Bond on Appeal 

o. Assignments of Error. ^ * 

9. This Designation. 

HENRY E. DAVIS, 
JAMES A. COBB, 

Attorneys for Defendants-Appellants. 

64 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

On him Kin" hLI 0 Un %F le 4 u k the Supreme Court of the District of 

both^ncfniivfl 6 ^ vl rtlf y the fo ^ e « oln g P 8 ^ numbered from 1 to 63, 
both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record ac- 

cording to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 32281 in Equity, wherein Grand 
Knights of Pythias of North Amenca, South America 
n E ; i » AS V£ d fu fr i° a ’ a corporation, is Plaintiff and The Knights 
an/T^A * 11 ? 8 ?•* Nortfl Ame nca, South America, Europe, Asia Africa 
and Australia, a corporation, et al. are Defendants, as the ,4me re¬ 
mains upon the files and of record in said Court 

seal 0 oS°clrt he ?l’ V h f eu ;t SU ^ rite m y name affix the 

18th day of SnJ’ 1918 y Wash ' ngton ’ in said District > thia 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia,] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, 

Clerk. 




3S THE K. OF P. OF NORTH AMERICA, AC., ET AL., VS. 

65 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

In Equity. No. 32281. 

Grand Lodge of Knights of Pythias, etc. (of Virginia), Plaintiff, 

vs. 

The Knights of Pythias, etc., et al., Defendants. 

Statement of Evidence. 

On the hearing of this cause testimony was offered and given tend¬ 
ing to show as follows: 

The plaintiff (hereinafter for convenience called Virginia) is a 
Grand Lodge of the order of the defendant, The Knights of Pythias 
of North America, South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Austra¬ 
lia, (hereinafter for convenience called Order). 

The Order consists, and at all times hereinafter mentioned con¬ 
sisted, of a Supreme Lodge, Grand Lodges, subordinate lodges and in¬ 
dividual members for the time being not belonging or attached to any 
grand or subordinate lodge. 

The law of the Order consists, and at all times aforesaid consisted, 
of a constitution and laws adopted in accordance therewith, of which 
constitution and laws the following provisions were in force, with the 
Qualification respecting the Laws of 1905 hereinafter appearing, at 
the time of the action of the Order and its Supreme Chancellor, of 
which complaint is made in and by the bill of complaint herein, 
.and were all of such provisions relating to the matter in con- 

66 troversy, namely: 

Constitution. 

♦ * * * * * 4c 

Article I.—Supreme Lodge—Powers. 

Section 1. The Supreme Lodge is the source of all true and legiti¬ 
mate authority in the Order of Knights of Pythias wheresoever estab¬ 
lished; it possesses original and exclusive jurisdiction and power. 

******* 

6 . To provide a revenue for the Supreme Lodge by means of a rep¬ 
resentative tax on each Grand Lodge, and charges for supplies fur¬ 
nished by it, and dues from Subordinate Lodges under its immediate 
jurisdiction. 

7. To provide for annual returns from each Grand Lodge, and for 
semi-annual returns from each Subordinate Lodge under its immedi¬ 
ate jurisdiction. 

8 . To hear and determine all appeals from Grand and Subordinate 
Lodges, when the same are properly brought before it in accordance 
with the regulations of the Order, and to provide by legislation for the 
enforcement of its decisions. 
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• X 0 eI l? ct J aws an< * regulations of general application to carry 
into effect the foregoing and all other powers reserved by this Con¬ 
stitution to the Supreme Lodge or its officers, and such as mav be nec¬ 
essary to enforce its legitimate authority over Grand and Subordinate 
Lodges under its immediate jurisdiction. 

, . .To charter Grand Lodges and to define the territorial extent of 
their jurisdiction and to charter Subordinate Lodges not within the 
territorial jurisdiction of any Grand Lodge, and to provide a Constitu¬ 
tion for each Subordinate Lodge under its immediate jurisdiction. 

Article II.—How Constituted. 

Section 1. The Supreme Lodge shall consist of* 

1. All Past Supreme Chancellors. 

2. Past Supreme Chancellor. 

3. Supreme Chancellor (presiding officer). 

4. Supreme Vice Chancellor. 

5. Supreme Prelate. 

6. Supreme Master of Exchequer. 

7. Supreme Lecturer. 

8. Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal. 

9. Supreme Master at Arms. 

10. Supreme Medical Registrar. 

67 11. Supreme Inner Guard. 

12. Supreme Outer Guard. 

• Supreme Representatives from each Grand Lodge under the 

ionirin Su Preme Lodge until there are 1,000 members be- 
I»ToL v , ? n T d Lo v dge ’ and one Supreme Representative for 
hTentitUlT 8 500 members ; lprovided, that no Grand Lodge shall 
be entitled to more than four Supreme Representatives. 

• eC * ii The Supreme Chancellor shall exercise, as occasion mav re- 

r ui 1 Of7h^ oX P r erta i nin g n K S high offio , e ; in accordance with 
ine usages of the Order. He shall have a watchful supervision over 

all Lodges, Grand and Subordinate, and see that all the constitutional 

enactments, rules and edicts of the Supreme Lodge are duly and 

OrZ P e7er^Sm are n uni£™ the W ° rk and disci P line of the 

e b a utoZot! UPreme Chancell0r entitled diZss any qultiZ 

See. 3. All Past Grand Chancellors, duly recognized bv the Sn. 

Pi’”®™ 6 s !f be admitted to its sessions and be entitled to seats 

therein, but shall not be entitled to vote, w 868X8 

Article III.—Duties of Officers. 

Section 1. * * * 

(a) The Supreme Chancellor (shall have power) * * * 

******* 

. <e .) To appoint and commission a Deputy Supreme Chancellor 
for the special purpose of instituting GrandLodges and installing 
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their officers, or otherwise as may be required, in all States, Districts, 
Territories or Countries where Lodges are established and not having 
any Grand Lodge. He shall, at the next regular session, present a 
full report of his acts during the recess of the Supreme Lodge. He 
may hear and decide such questions of law as may be submitted to 
him by Grand and Subordinate Lodges under the immediate juris¬ 
diction of this Supreme Lodge, and all such decisions shall be binding 
upon the bodies submitting the same, until fully passed upon and 
affirmed or reversed by this Supreme Lodge. 

******* 

Sec. 5. The Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal shall keep a just 
and true record of all the proceedings of the Supreme Council and 
Lodge at each session, and transmit annually to each Grand Tx)dge as 
many copies thereof as the Lodge has Past Chancellors and 
68 officers, one copy for each Subordinate Lodge in their several 
jurisdictions, one to each Lodge under the immediate jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Supreme Lodge. He shall receive all the revenues due the 
Supreme Lodge, and pay over the amount to the Supreme Master of 
Exchequer monthly. He shall preserve the archives, having charge of 
the seal, books, papers (except charter) and other properties of the 
Supreme Lodge, and deliver the same to his successor when required 
to do so by the Supreme Lodge. He shall prepare all Charters for 
Grand Lodges; carry on all the necessary correspondence of the 
Lodge; keep a register, which shall contain a list of all Dispensations 
and Charters granted to Grand, or Warrants of Dispensations issued 
bv the Supreme Chancellor for Subordinate Lodges, and a record of 
all the Past Grand Chancellors and Representatives entitled to a seat 
in the Supreme Lodge. He shall attest all necessary official papers 
and documents; perform such other duties as are required by law and 
regulations of the Order, and as the Supreme Chancellor or Supreme 
Lodge may from time to time direct. He shall at each session present 
a report of the general condition of the Order to the Supreme Lodge. 
He shall have power to provide himself, at the expense of the Supreme 
Lodge, w T ith such books and stationery as are necessary for the fulfill¬ 
ment of his duties, and to keep in his office a copy of the seal of each 
Grand Lodge. He shall render to each regular session of the Supreme 
Lodge full and exhaustive copies of his account, with the Grand and 
Subordinate Lodges, etc., of and during the whole term of recess 
passed. He shall receive for his service the sum of one hundred 
r.nd fifty dollars per annum. For the faithful performance of his 
duties he shall give bond, to be executed and approved before the in¬ 
stallation, in the sum of one thousand dollars, with unquestionable 
securities, or the office to be declared vacant, and filled by election. 

Article IV.—Sessions. 

The sessions of the Supreme Lodge shall be biennially, at such 
time in August as the Supreme Lodge may at each session determine. 
The place of meeting shall be fixed at each preceding session; pro¬ 
vided, that if no place is fixed by the Supreme Lodge the session shall 
be at Vicksburg; provided at the request of the Supreme Council, the 
Supreme Chancellor may convene the Supreme Lodge at a different 
date. 
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Article V. 

SupSVh Jir: ,l0Wing COmmittees 3ha " Wanted by the 

Committee on Laws and Supervision. 

******* 

Committee on Appeals and Grievances. 

Committee on Credentials and Returns. 

******* 

69 Sec. 2 The Committee on Laws and Supervision shall 
when such subjects are presented to the Supreme I odire and 
fu'y referred to them inquire into all cases of infraction of tlieestal> 

measur^M they may deem e°4e!lln^ 

° hargC ° f a " «»*« 'S 

* ****** 

Sec 4. The Committee on Appeals and Grievances shall hear all 
apneals and grievances from Grand Lodges or members of T ndm!] 
referred to them by the Supreme Lodge or Siniren?r'hl! i 1 dge ! 
report thereon with the utmost dispatch’ P C,mncellor > ®«d 

Sec. 6. The Committee on Credentials and Returns shall ™ m ;„ a 

s: sssstsy? p - ^ 

* * 

Article VI.—Mode of Forming a Grand Lodge. 

Section 1. All Subordinate Lodges in iuri«dicfion u-l,,.,. .. , 

Lodge exists shall be under the immediate control af ihVS Grand 
Lodge until the fonnation of a Grand Lodge fm that to J h J? Supreme 
shall pay to the Supreme I-odge, whil^ufdenL eontmf ^ 
per capita tax on each member annually 1 ’ fif L v cents 

i»£ LI h ».,k^ jsl?e "nyTSSS’lt ^ rf- 

Dupulv Supreme Ch.neello,."" i 
Chancellor, who shall cause the Supreme VE?™ r p S "P rem e 
Seal to notify each of the I^odees of tto ^ Rec ords and 

Representatives for the unexS balLi of A™°upV he Tl 
day of December followincr on the moofin " • u*l 31st 

after the receipt of the communication ^‘ ,ng mght ° f the lod S e 

witiTthe ReprSativScrs^ T m °!; e ^ ‘^ther 
specified by the SuX'^Chanceltor ^^ 88 *» 

&L1 

Keeper of^eonis and S J, ^dT^A^ 
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Grand Marshal, Grand Inner Guard, Grand Outer Guard, and all of 
whom must be Past Chancellors. 

Sec. 4. The Grand Lodge, as soon as organized, shall elect two 
Representatives of the Supreme Lodge, as prescribed in Section 2, 
Article II, of the Constitution, and the said Representatives are 
hereby declared Past Grand Chancellors. 

70 Sec. 5. A notice of their organization, together with a list 

of their officers, shall be forwarded to the Supreme Keeper of 
Records and Seal, through the Supreme Chancellor, and the latter 
officer shall install, or cause to be installed by a Deputy Supreme 
Chancellor, the officers-elect of said Grand Lodge; after which it shall 
proceed to frame a Constitution and By-Laws for its own government, 
not inconsistent with the laws promulgated by this body. 

Article VII.—Of Grand Lodges. 

Section 1. Grand Lodges exist by virtue of a Charter or Dispensa¬ 
tion issued by authority of the Supreme Lodge, or Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor, during its recess. They shall conform to the Ritual, Forms, 
Ceremonies, Work Regalia, Jewels, Uniform, Charts, Shields, and 
Certificates and regulations prescribed by the Supreme Lodge, in ac¬ 
cordance w T ith this Constitution, and shall be subject to the provisions 
hereof and right of appeal; have exclusive original jurisdiction over 
all Subordinate Lodges within their territorial limit, and over the 
members attached to the same. 

Sec. 2. All power and authority not herein reserved to the Supreme 
Lodge is hereby delegated to the Grand Lodges; the Supreme Lodge, 
however, reserving to itself the right, at any time, by proper amend¬ 
ments, duly adopted, to promote the well being and harmony of the 
Order. 

Sec. 3. Each Grand Lodge shall adopt a Constitution for its own 
government, and also a Constitution for its Subordinates, which Con¬ 
stitution shall be in accordance wdth the provisions of this Constitu¬ 
tion and the laws made in pursuance hereof. The Constitution of 
Grand Lodges and amendments thereof shall not go into effect until 
submitted to and approved by the Supreme Chancellor or Supreme 
Lodge. 

Sec. 4. Grand Lodges shall be composed only of Past Chancellors; 
but said Grand Lodges may provide for a Representative system, and 
may limit the rights and privileges of Past Chancellors on the floor 
of the Grand Lodge. 

Sec. 5. The officers of a Grand Lodge shall be as prescribed in Sec¬ 
tion 3 of Article VI, of this Constitution w ho shall be elected or ap¬ 
pointed as the Constitution of the respective Grand Lodges may pre¬ 
scribe, and w’ho shall hold office for the term of one year. 

Sec. 6. Charters of Grand Lodges may be revoked by the Supreme 
Lodge, and Grand Lodges suspended by the Supreme Chancellor for 
non-conformity to the Work, Ceremonies or Ritual adopted by the 
Supreme Lodge; for disobedience to its legal mandates, and for im¬ 
proper conduct. 
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Article \ Til.—Of Subordinate Lodges. 
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Section 1. Subordinate Lodges exist by virtue of Dispensations 
issued by the Supreme Lodge through the Supreme Chancellor, or 
Charters granted in lieu thereof or directly by the appropriate Grand 
Lodge; but to each Grand Lodge, when formed, belongs the exclusive 

nght to issue charters to lodges instituted within its prescribed terri¬ 
torial jurisdiction. n 

Sec. 2 Grand Lodges shall prescribe a Constitution for the Sub¬ 
ordinate Lodges within their jurisdiction; but the following obliga- 
torv general rules or principles shall be incorporated into each 
Subordinate Lodge Constitution: 

v }: Ui t 0< ^ e s ^ a J* 1 ne 1 v . e f consist of less than seven members of the 
Knight Rank, and shall hold stated meetings at least once a month. 

* n nour as may from time to time be determined upon; pro¬ 
vided, that each Grand Lodge may allow meetings at longer intervals 
by a regular dispensation. 


Returns of Subordinate Lodges. 

Sec. 5. At the end of each term all Subordinate Lodges under the 
immediate junction of the Supreme Lodge, shall report to the 

k K ‘ °i .u and S V the number of initiations, names of those admitted 
by card, the number suspended, and the names of the same. Appli¬ 
cants rejected and deceased. They will also report the number of 
oiphans being educated, the amount of receipts and the result of elec- 

° m CerS k T hls [ eport must ** P lace( J in the han( is of the in¬ 
stalling officer before the ceremony of installation. In Grand Juris¬ 
dictions the same reports must be made to the G. K. of R. and S. 

Of Delinquent or Defunct Lodges. 

° r Subordinate Lodge may be suspended or 
dissolved, and its Charter or Dispensation forfeited to Supreme or 
proper Grand Lodge: F 

1. For improper conduct. 

2. For neglecting or refusing to conform with the Constitution, 

Laws or enactment of the Supreme or its Grand Lodges, or the gen¬ 
eral law and regulations of the Order. 6 

3. For neglecting or refusing to make its returns, or for non- 
pajment of dues or taxes to the Supreme or its proper Grand Lodge. 
But the Charter or Dispensation shall not be forfeited in either of the 
above cases until the Lodge shall have been duly notified of its offense 

° r . pro P er Grand Kee P er of Rec ords and Seal, and 
suitable opportunity given to answer the charges made against 

72 , n e gj erti ng.tp hold the regular stated meetings as 

provided by law, without proper Dispensation therefor or 
unless prevented from doing so bv some unforeseen circumstance. ’ 

/ ts membership diminishing so that less than a constitutional 
quorum (seven) may be left. 
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Article IX.—Quorum of Votes. 

Three Grand Lodges shall constitute a quorum to transact business; 
and a member of the Grand Lodge whose returns for the year and 
Supreme Representative tax have not been regularly and annually 
forwarded to the proper Supreme ofhcer on or before the first day of 
August prior to any session of the Supreme Lodge shall in no case be 
entitled to a voice either by being an officer or Supreme Representa¬ 
tive. 

Article X.—Revenue. 

Each Grand Lodge shall pay to the Supreme Lodge the sum of 

$25.00 biennially for each Representative to which it is entitled, and 

each Grand and Subordinate Lodge shall pay for supplies such sums 

as may be fixed in the By-Laws of the Supreme Lodge, and all work 

or supplies so ordered must be paid for when ordered, or on date of 

delivery. 

•/ 


Dispensation to Grand Lodges. $15.00 

Charter to Grand Lodges. 25.00—$40.00 

Dispensation to Subordinate Lodges. 10.00 

Charter to Subordinate lodges. 15.00— 25.00 

******* 


Article XIII.—Constitution and By-Laws Obligatory. 

All constitutional provisions contained in all Articles, Sections or 
Paragraphs of this Constitution and By-Laws arc obligatory in every 
sense, on all Grand and Subordinate Lodges of Knights of Pythias, 
and all Grand or Subordinate Lodge laws in contravention or conflict 
herewith are rendered void of effect and illegal in enforcement, or, 
if enforced, are acts of contumacy, liable and subject to proi>er pun¬ 
ishment. 

Article XIV.—Laws When in Force. 

All laws enactments or legislation of the Supreme Lodge become of 
force from date of passage and publication. 

73 Article XV.—Supreme Representatives’ Report. 

Supreme Representatives’ written reports to their Grand Lodges or 
Grand Officers are official insofar as rendering a Supreme Law oper¬ 
ative in its effect, prior to the issuance of the Journal of Proceedings 
or General Orders, and may be recognized until said Journal of Pro¬ 
ceedings or General Orders are issued, when said general promulga¬ 
tion and issuances of the Journal or Orders, if differing in their re¬ 
ports in letters, spirit of construction, it (Journal or Orders) must be 
immediately conformed to in every respect. 

Article XVI.—Passwords. 

The Supreme Chancellor shall have exclusive right of creation and 
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to^ind i r«n°in Pa f^ 0r t S ’ Pr01 :f and fittin K fo >- ‘he case involved- 
rescind, call in, and change the same if circumstances require or 

the ex.genc.es of the case warrant-prescribe the applicadon anK 


Article XV III.—Annual Returns. 

Each Grand Lodge under the control of the Supreme I ft dee n « 

Sre tSb no Si ‘d S ‘n^’ COUnt , ry ’ islulul - or territory, 
'.',1 tn , ere ls . no '-' ra,ld Lodge, legally at work or properly instituted 

with IT.* fo™ ann , Ua ' r ^‘ t 1 Urns °f ite work and busing in accordance 
ulth the forms sent or delivered to them by the Supreme Keener of 

Records and Seal, or other proper officers and forward the same with 
legal dues or tax from that body to the Sunremo T odop : j c 

preme Keeper of Records a nd*Seal on or Worefhe Hnt day of 
'; f ( ea r h i’T’ or > in defauIt 'hereof, such Grand l£w 
S upreme^Lodge. representetion a ‘ 'he next session of the 

Article XIX.—Appeals and Writs of Error 

“■»«»'. rtisscpsa" prw 

* * * * * • * 

74 Article XXI.— Deputy Supreme Chancellor—Honors. 

shaW^B Tn a h nTs ft ta C t°eT iS? j° n 88 DepUty Suprem e Chancellor 
in a territorv whom n \ ene . ® rank °i Past Chancellor: and if 

while he^n ohTrae tK? 8 G ^ Lod S e is ‘^"utj 

the hands of this Supreme Lodire th^ ^ entl tled to and receive at 
cellor therefor excenr^ sh^vf A tha . rank . and g^e of Past Chan- 
stitution, the grade or rank of ““''"^e proMded in this Con- 

conferred upoh any pit Chanoeni G T ld . Chancellor shall not be 
Chancellor; provided that n ° !' a \ not served ^ G«>nd 

whose jurisdiction is co-extensive with th P ^% ^ up reme Chancellors 
or appointed bv the GrandT^vt^o , ' '® lr State, have been elected 

years, shall be entitled to fSl ofPa^t S ChaSlor " 0 ^^ 0 
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Article XXII.—Deputy Supreme Chancellors. 

All Past Grand or Past Chancellors of full rank, regularly author¬ 
ized and commissioned by the Supreme Chancellor to institute Grand 
Lodges, or to travel under his instructions to exemplify the work, 
shall be known, commissioned and styled Deputy Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor. 

******* 

Article XXVII.—Compiled Proceedings. 

It shall be obligatory on all Grand and Subordinate Lodges of this 
Order to have a full volume of Supreme Lodge Proceedings and Laws 
as issued, on hand, for ready reference on law or usage points; and 
hereafter for any and all new Subordinate Lodges, one full copy or 
set of Supreme Lodge Proceedings shall constitute an indispensable 
part of their supplies to be sent out and paid for. 

******* 

Article XXX.—Suspension of Lodges. 

The Supreme and each Grand Lodge may provide for and order 
the revocation of any or all Dispensations or Charters and suspension 
of Subordinate Lodges under their jurisdiction, for violation of this 
Constitution, Supreme Lodge orders, enactment, legislation or 
75 decisions, or their Grand Lodge constitutional provisions, local 
laws, or Grand Chancellor’s official mandates during recess. 


Article XXXI.—Terms. 

A term of Supreme Lodge shall be two years, and the term of Sul> 
ordinate Lodges working immediately under the control of the Su¬ 
preme Lodge shall be six months, and the terms of Grand Lodges 
shall be one year and that of Subordinate Lodges working under the 
control of Grand Lodges shall be remitted to several Grand Jurisdic¬ 
tions; provided, that no terms of a Subordinate Lodge shall be less 
than six months. 


Article XXXII.—Amendments. 

No alteration or amendment to the Constitution of the Supreme 
Ix>dge shall be made unless presented at a regular session and adopted 
bv a two-third vote at the next succeeding regular session; provided, 
that no change shall be made in the Written or Unwritten Work, un¬ 
less the same lay over from one session to another, nor then, unless 
four-fifths of the representatives concur therein; provided always, 
however, that the Supreme Lodge shall have the power to exercise a 
special prerogative to alter or amend any part or portion of the fore¬ 
going Constitution by unanimous consent, whenever the interests of 
the Order so demand. 
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Laws of 1905. 

Sa^^um De^artaent: ** the g ° Vernment of the Tem P le - 

Article I. 

•“ h knom “"» p ^»“ 

Article II. 

^ US i! aeS u this department shall be conducted as shall be de¬ 
termined by the Supreme Lodge from time to time Tt ite biennid 
convention m accordance with the provisions hereinafter <*et forth 
§SJ Zi Sd g r e alterations « amendments as shall be adopted by 


Article V. 

Each Knight and member of the Courts of Calanthe shall i»» ■„»„ 

this department through their Lodge or Court tftmount iSC 
7ft 7 n h K Supreme Lodge, annually and in advance And it 

forward same ^ 

de e p g artme°nt DeedS ’ ^ Wi “ in ^^arditto thfsSmtery Stt* 

Article VI.—(As Amended.) 

and^ubo^i^ < ate < Court n undM n the" , im r ^i^iate a S‘urm> 1 ^ 0r< i* n ft te ^ od £ e 

«?"' W he ' d -^nsfble on Z^ay^April SC 

&SlS 0 n n aoT e cc^ ( r 20) cent ? f n ea " h 'nale ,„emte f y he 
gouges, ana ten (10) cents from each of the female members of ih« 

a. k. d »° r ' lh ; 

Article VII. 

The business of the department during the recess of th» 

mmmsmM. 
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and seven members to be elected by the Supreme Lodge, biennially, 
one of whom shall be a member of the Supreme Court, not two of 
whom shall be from the same Grand Jurisdiction, and a Secretary 
who shall be elected from some one of the Supreme Lodge members 
by the Commission. 


Article VIII. 

Lodges and Courts under the direct control of the Supreme Lodge 
and the Supreme Court respectively shall forward the amount speci¬ 
fied to the Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal, and Supreme Regis¬ 
ter of Deeds, respectively, who shall in turn forward it to the Secretary 
of the department, and by him paid into the treasury forthwith. The 
Commission shall meet at such time and place as the business of the 
department may require. At such meetings each member of the 
Commission together with the Secretary’ shall be entitled to one vote 
each. A majority vote will decide all questions of debate. Thirty 
days after the meeting of the Commission the Secretary shall issue 
his report stating the disbursements and money received by him. 
He shall receive for his services and expenses for the conduct of his 
office, and for mileage and per diem to and from the meetings of the 
Commission such amount as the Supreme Lodge shall determine. It 
is also provided that the members of the Commission shall receive as 
compensation for attending such meetings actual expenses and per 
diem as provided by the Supreme Lodge. 

77 Article X. 

The Commission through its Secretary shall make a full and com¬ 
plete report of all business transacted by said Commission during the 
recess of the Supreme Lodge to that body in convention assembled; 
and in addition, shall make an annual report to all Grand and Sub¬ 
ordinate Lodges and Grand and Subordinate Courts throughout the 
Supreme Jurisdiction. Provided further, that the Supreme and 
Grand Keepers of Records and Seals, and the Worthy Supreme and 
Grand Registers of Deeds shall forward all moneys due the depart¬ 
ment on or before the 15th day of April of each calendar year to the 
office of the Secretary of the Commission, and by him paid forthwith 
into the treasury of the Supreme Lodge. 

Article XIII. 

That a certificate of stock shall be issued to each Grand Lodge, and 
Grand Court and each Subordinate Lodge and each Court of Calanthe 
under the immediate jurisdiction of the Supreme Lodge for twenty- 
five dollars paid in by the aforesaid Grand or Subordinate Lodges or 
Court. 

The legality of these “Laws of 1905”, so far as the levy of the tax 
mentioned therein is concerned, is one of the matters in controversy, 
in manner appearing hereinafter, and from the pleadings and pro¬ 
ceedings herein. 
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Missouri* SmSS ° f the Su , preme L<K >g e of ‘ h e Order in St. Louis, 
Missouri, in 1903, a special committee was appointed to DreDare a 

mwtinff St nt U p^r| f ° r ‘| he p rder ’ l' hich c ? lnm ittee reported to the next 
meeting at 1 ltteburgh, Pennsylvania, in 1905. At this mpotino u 

resolution was adopted that the new constitution and statute® and the 

recommendations of the committee, lie laid over until the next session 

‘he Supreme Lodge, but for convenience and emergency the flu 

S* be empowered to use the same whfm i[ did noi 

a, i th l , e ex,s .* In glaws and regulations of the Order. 

tuokv 1907 of -, t , he Sn P reme I-odge, at Louisville, Ken- 

tucky, in 1 JO the Committee on Law & Supervision recommended, 

with reference to the constitution and supreme statutes a» re- 

Z d and , £ " nen ^ d ’ and exhibited at the Pittsburgh1e“ion 

and that tbc n rp °I I®" thereon . be taken at this, the session of 1907’ 
I,...- 1 * the resolution respecting the same adopted at Pittsburgh in 

Shell oTSi n V' h "«? °.PP^ d bv Kepresentative 

turn and Supreme Statutes be rejected by the SupremefX !!i 
that any part or portion of the same that might have been adopted ^ 

sc?tet^ d; u a SU J8 V t Af^ for which a resolution was offered by P Repre- 
sentativeBrown, of Missouri, that the Constitution and By^Lawf of 

1901, and laws and amendments enacted by the Supreme T^dee «nh. 

souri faf 1909 ,h * Su P? eme at Kansas City, Mis- 

again laid ove^, 

assrsyssft z cdlsstS r 

decided thatXm section the Supreme Attorney, it was 

sentative Mitchell nf Tnvoo 41 c? tin motion of Repre- 

the ConstUution, as°a whok.” ' 6 SUpreme ^ and adopted 

79 portion 1 ‘. be Supreme Chancellor that nearly every 
the revenue part' th^lSptiW 

JStrsf ,h *‘ ;S: ^ 

7—3193a g ^ tlon by section - il; was «» 
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a whole submitted and adopted ‘‘by a unanimous vote,—there was no 
opposition to that”. 

And the Supreme Keeper of Records and Seal also testified that this 
final vote on the adoption of the Constitution was unanimous. 

This testimony was over the objection and exception of the plain¬ 
tiff, as appears in the opinion of the Court. There was no testimony 
to the contrary. There was no minute or record made of the plurality 
or vote by which the Constitution was adopted, except as above stated. 

At this meeting of the Supreme I^odge at Baltimore, Maryland, in 
1913, the report of the Committee on Credentials and Returns, as re¬ 
corded in the Minutes, shows that the Supreme Lodge was constituted 
at that meeting as follows: 

Thirteen Supreme Lodge officers, including E. A. Williams, Past 
Supreme Chancellor, stated to be entitled to one vote each; seven 
members of the Pythian Temple and Sanitarium, stated to be entitled 
to one vote each; eight District Deputy Supreme Chancellors, stated 
to be entitled to one vote each; eighty-six Supreme Representatives, 
of the several Grand Lodges, stated to be entitled to one vote 

80 each. This report was adopted. The representatives of the 
Grand Lodge of Virginia were excluded from this meeting. 

At the meeting of the Supreme Lodge at Kansas City, Missouri, in 
1909, Virginia was represented by Thomas M. Crump, H. F. Jona¬ 
than, E. R. Jefferson, and John Mitchell, Jr., the last named of whom 
had for many years been, and was at the time, as also at the time of 
the institution and hearing of this cause, Grand Chancellor of Vir¬ 
ginia, and he was also at the said meeting a candidate for Supreme 
Chancellor of the Order, against the present Supreme Chancellor 
Green, the latter of whom was elected by a vote of seventy-four (74) 
in his favor, against the vote of twenty-four (24) in favor of Mitchell. 

At this meeting the Committee on Law and Supervision reported, 
among other things, that a number of resolutions relative to abolish¬ 
ing the Pythian Temple Tax had been referred to the committee, 
which recommended that the tax be not abolished, but continued, and 
that the same be converted into an Emergency Fund. A motion hav¬ 
ing been made to amend the committee’s recommendation, and an¬ 
other that the Pythian Temple Tax be abolished, the previous ques¬ 
tion was ordered upon the motion, upon which the Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor ruled that according to the viva voce vote the ayes had the ma¬ 
jority, but that the Pythian Temple Tax could not be abolished upon 
a mere motion, and therefore declared that the tax was not abolished, 
and no appeal was taken from this decision of the Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor. Thereupon, certain other amendments of the committee’s 
recommendations having been acted upon, the report of the Committee 
on Law & Supervision was, on the motion of Representative Mitchell, 
of Virginia, adopted, as amended. 

Thereupon, it is recited in the minutes that by unanimous vote of 
the Supreme Lodge, the following was adopted: 

81 “An Act Levying Assessment of Ten Cents on Male, and 
Five Cents on Female Members of the Order for an Emergency 

Fund. 

“Be it enacted by the Knights of Pythias of N. A., S. A., E., A., A.. 
and A., that a tax of Ten (10) cents be, and is hereby levied on each 
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male member, and Five (5) cents on each female member for a period 
of two years, and that this enactment shall go into effect immediately, 
the same to be used for a defense and Emergency Fund.” 

On motion it was resolved that collections for the Emergency Fund 
should commence November 1 , 1909. No other or further action re. 

specting this matter appears from the minutes to have been had at 
this meeting. 

io^i l t . t i e ™ eetingof th e Supreme Lodge of Indianapolis, Indiana, in 
911, the Committee on Credentials and Returns reported as present 
and entitled to vote thirteen officers of the Supreme Lodge, one of 
whom was the Past Supreme Chancellor, seven of the Pythian Temple 
and Sanitarium Committee, and ten District Deputy Supreme Chan- 
an< ^> in addition, a number of Supreme Representatives “en- 
Utled to vote when all delinquents are settled”, including the tame 
four from Virginia who had attended the meeting at Kansas City. 

1 hereupon, it is recited in the minutes of the meeting that the fob 
lowing occurred: 

fefe r the reading of the report a motion was made to adopt the 
» Co *? n ?! ltee on Returns and Credentials. The matter of 
the Grand Jurisdiction of the State of Virginia relative to the emer- 
gency tax was taken up. An amendment was offered to the motion, 
as follows That the delegates from Virginia be seated on the floor 
and permitted to pay the balance of their emergency tax/ Objections 
were made by the Supreme Attorney that the amendment did not 
state when the balance of the tax should be paid, P. S. C., E. A. 

Ilhams, objected to the amendment on the same grounds. The rep- 
^ lr £ inia > Sir John Mitchell, Jr, made a statement 

nfelitkr t ’j at * n , c « se ‘he Supreme Lodge is in a legal contest and 
needs the funds that he will give his personal check for $1,000. He 

also stated that the last of the tax will be collected not later than the 
* da / of / t ul y i 191 2- Dr. E. A. Williams offered the following 

‘That Virginia and other States bf 


09 amendment to the amendment was withdrawn. 

, 7 substitute for the whole was offered by Sir J. H. P. West- 

fmn v* •• °f Colorad o, that the statement of the representative 
from V lrgmia be accepted and that all of the money be paid quar- 

noi y,an Thp 6 feW by Ju, / J lst > 1912 > and that the $690.00 belaid 

?„ 7 L JJjf fe ltut ®, was ruled out of order on the ground that it was 
ln na ture of another amendment. 

onlvsewfsofn^fefe fr0m Virgl u ia steted that they had collected 
“Y ; 7 rr-|Y al ;d, that 83 s °on as the rest is collected same would be 
rent in and that there was no disposition not to pay. The Supreme 

fet°maife he Vw?K the follo " in £ as » substitute for the whole sub- 

^gmiafev th/siBOO m th f, Con J mittee be adopted and that 
Virginia pay the $690.30 and be allowed to pay the balance in four 

Si P wa“pted 6 ,88t *° ^ n<>t kter than July l ’ 1912 ‘ The 8ub - 

" “ i 
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Thereupon, Virginia, through Mitchell, its representative, paid the 
sum of $690.30 mentioned. Mitchell testified that at the time of 
making this payment Virginia protested against the levying of this 
per capita tax as being in violation of the Constitution of the Su¬ 
preme Lodge, claiming that Virginia had collected the amount as in 
its own right and not in accordance with the demand of the Supreme 
Lodge, for the purpose of assisting the Supreme Lodge in pending 
litigation. The protest of Virginia in the premises was also made by 
way of presentation of formal resolutions, which were voted down. 
There were many resolutions offered in the meeting, including those 
referred to, the great majority of whichr was voted down, and they 
were directed by resolution of the Supreme Lodge not to be included 
in the minutes. The Supreme Chancellor testified that this was be¬ 
cause it would make the minutes too cumbersome to have all the reso¬ 
lutions and motions that were lost included therein. 

John Mitchell, Jr., the Grand Chancellor of Virginia, and one of 
the representatives of Virginia at this session of the Supreme Lodge, 
testified that the recitals in the minutes of this meeting were 
83 incorrect or misleading; that the fact was that upon this oc¬ 
casion he, as the representative from Virginia, stated that the 
\ irginia Grand Lodge was in its own right collecting a tax to be paid 
to the Supreme Lodge for the defense and emergency fund; that, 
$690.30 had been paid into the Grand Lodge by Subordinate Lodges 
and members in \ irginia and that the Grand Lodge would transmit 
to the Supreme Lodge further collections as they should be made; 
that he did not recognize the authority of the Supreme Lodge to make 
this levy and did not promise to comply with it, but stated that all 
funds received by the Virginia Grand Lodge would be paid over as 
received; that the time for the payment of such funds fixed by the 
resolution of the Supreme Lodge, July 1, 1912, was not suggested by 
nor agreed to bv him; it was a fact that the representatives of Vir¬ 
ginia were denied admission at first and finally admitted upon the 
payment of what they had collected, $690.30. The testimony of 
Mitchell on this point was corroborated by the other representatives 
from Virginia. F 

All over objection and exception of defendants. 

Respecting \ irginia’s alleged protest in the premises, the Supreme 
Chancellor testified that Virginia protested against the payment of the 
tax. not on the ground that it was unlawfully levied, but that it was 
levied for the purpose of defense, and some of it had been used for 
some expenses, and Mitchell objected to the payment of the tax on the 
ground that \ irginia had collected it for defense and the Order had 
used some of it for emergency purposes; that the matter was settled, 
however, by \ irginia paying $690.30, and promising to pay the rest 
by July 1, 1912; and that it was on this condition, namely, the pay¬ 
ment of the $690.30, and the promise to pay the rest by July 1, 1912, 
that \ irginia was admitted to that meeting; and that the other de- 
linquents were given the same time within which to make up 

64 their delinquencies, and all, with the exception of Virginia, 
did so. 

Among the resolutions offered at the Indianapolis meeting, as above 
mentioned, was a series offered by the representatives of Virginia, 
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and signed by them severally, lettered from A to N inclusive and «ei 
(“5*2,!" Exhib “ ° Complain!, 2»„gT252i5 

“Resolution F. 

“Whereas Article VII Section 1, of the Constitution and By-Laws 
of th ® Supreme Lodge, kmghts of Pythias, specifically provides that 

SubordiA^tfT d* & h w e *F ll J s,ve and original jurisdiction over all 
Subordinate Lodges within their territorial limits and over the mem- 

hlVw??* 1 . t0 » th a same ’’ and Article VI, Section 1, provides th™t 
all Subordinate Lodges in a jurisdiction where no GrandLod<re exists 

shall be under the immediate control of this Supreme Lodge until the 
theSunrem 0 /fed rand i;Lodge for that jurisdiction, and shall pay to 

“ ,he ” L ,h ' 1 ” 

i, , Thi ; ref< :i' e he resolved, that all laws passed by the Supreme 

r r a ? 33ess . meat of members of Subordinate Lodges in the . 

Tnd^ll C Tl Junsd,c ‘«>ns h « vin 8 Grand Lodges are nulUnd void 

states Js are nndpr 8 |h e appll «£ l ® and le K all y enforceable onlv in such 
statesasareunder the immediate control of the Supreme Lodge.” 

verefvV of *J25 Ved a, V d e " ac ‘ed, that all such legislation is sub- 
ersive of the rights specifically designated to the several Grand 

Jurisdictions, and that only the Grand Lodges, through their Grand 

of the Supreme Lodge is to be found in A rtielo T cL!!t; ln ® rev enue 
diction h a a id th p e ower Preme L ° d * 8 1,08868863 ° riginal and exclSsiv’eTuris 

^ ‘‘Resolution N. 

PiST/aTa r Fnrn 60 V he Lod 8 e > Kmghts of 

ported to be insufficient to pay^ ffiele^timaVe^exTenstsl^ iS ^ 
and whereas the onlv DroDer wav ? G j? e . s of the same i 

u !sr, '^sxrstr* 1 "' “ 

o»2sSrJ5 : bJ 525? “ d .SXi?.2'“ r 

that each Grand Lodge shall Dav to thA^: by, amen T de ^ so as to read 

$75.00—seventy-five doflara—biermi!Ite S , Uprem t the sum of 

which it is entitled All i an " f each representative to 

vision are hereby resiled!” 8 ° r 6nactments in inflict with this pr^ 
meeting. 0 ^ Whi ° h r680,utions waa Put to vote and voted down by the 
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Subsequent to the meeting at Indianapolis there passed between 
Mitchell, Grand Chancellor of Virginia, and Green, Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor of the Order, the following correspondence: 1 

“May 30, 1912. 

“Sir John Mitchell, Jr., 411 N. 4th Street, Richmond, Ya. 

“Dear Sir and Brother: Your attention is called to the agree¬ 
ment made by you for your Grand Jurisdiction relative to the amount 
in arrears for Emergency Tax for the years 1909 and 1910. Same 
was to have been paid in quarterly installments, and the last install¬ 
ment to be paid on, or before July 1, 1912. Up to this writing this 
office has not been advised that any part of the amount has l>een paid 
to the Secretary of the P. T. S. Commission. 

“You are therefore requested to fonvard on, or before July 1, 1912, 
the full amount of arrears due on said tax for your Grand Jurisdic¬ 
tion. The S. A. P. W., for the term ending December 31, 1912, will 
not be sent to your Grand Jurisdiction until said arrears have been 
paid, and also the arrears for the Defense Tax, which was due Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1912, under the assessment levied at the Supreme Lodge session 
at Indianapolis, August 1911. 

“Fraternally yours, 

“(Signed) S. W. GREEN, 

“Supreme Chancellor.” 

86 “Richmond, Va., June 3, 1912. 

“Sir S'. W. Green, Supreme Chancellor, Pythian Temple, New Or¬ 
leans, La. 

“Dear Sir and Brother: Your notices relative to the Relief Fund 
and the Defense Fund received. Under the acts of incorporation, and 
the Constitution governing the Grand Lodge of Virginia, the Grand 
Chancellor has no authority to levy a tax upon the members in this 
State without the specific authority of the Grand Lodge. 

“All matters pertaining to this subject will be laid before the Grand 
Lodge for its action in the premises. It meets June 18, 1912, at 
Lynchburg, Va. 

“Your threat to withhold the semi-annual pass-word is duly noted, 
and this information will also be transmitted to the Grand Lodge. 

“Yours in F. C. & B., 

(Signed) “JOHN MITCHELL, Jr., 

• “Grand, Chancellor ” 

“June 11, 1912. 

“Sir John Mitchell, Jr., 311 N. 4th St., Richmond, Va. 

“Dear Sir and Brother: I am in receipt of yours of the 3d inst., 
and note the information that the Grand Chancellor of the Grand 
Jurisdiction of Virginia has no authority to levy a tax on the mem¬ 
bers of that State without the specific authority of the Grand Lodge. 
The notice sent you concerning the Emergency Tax and Defense Tax 
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was not sent with a desire to gain a ruling from vou as to what tha 
authority of the Grand Chancellor of Virjnia had"or“id not have 
The notice was sent you as Grand Chancellor of that Grand lurisdic- 

Nnri’h 08 ! ' ng your atten . t,on to the ,aw of the Knights of Pythias of 
isorth America etc. the Supreme Lodge thereof, relative to tUe 

jSction, m.ST D 0f Vir « inia 88 wel ' “ other Gmnd 

good stantogTth^Suftme L<Jdg^ maln membeK ° f the 0rder “ 
The Supreme Lodge is not concerned whether vou lav the matter 
before your meeting at Lynchburg, Va„ on JuneTft 1912 oTnot 

of t^PythtonTof the°State l*} e v Up ^ ne 83 a representative 

oi me rytmans of the State of Virginia, that you would make the 

87 Payment then in arrears to the Emergency Fund due bv vour 

Z,- m full I, not later than Ju >y 1 1912, is called to IZr 

le« nf the el 10 "’,l n ^ you ? re requested to comply with same regard¬ 
ing as afeve mentio a nS ay ** **** by y ° Ur Grand ^ »* its meet- 
/o- ‘ ^^ terna Uy yours, 

(Slgned) “S. W. GREEN, 

"Supreme Chancellor ” 

“Richmond, Va., June 13, 1912. 

< S teaSs, U Green ’ Suf>reme Chaneel| or, Pythian Temple, New Or- 

Dear Sir and Brother: Your letter of the 11th in.* • j 

todSSSdtte Constituticm’ anTLa^oVSe \wSj5 

JuSoTl simpfy*itoformed you thaU^ ° f - his G ^ and 

sections to the anTabid7i"^ 0Ur T 

may be that I erred in acknowledgingthe receipt of vour*^Uter"' 
advising you as to what course I shall pursue If I ^did T I* ’ ° r ,n 

to th^Supreme ^ « WR 

You are In error when you a^H tbf. T°‘ "T® lnto m V P os ^io... 
promised to do what I could to collect it Thl c any SU< r P* e< f£e. I 

sirs,, sa 

“So far as corwagnSnw^is^r u' 
annoyance from the Grand Chancellor of Virginia D ° further 
, . “Yours in F. C. & B. g a - 

(Signed) ’ “JOHN MITCHELL, Jr., 

Grand Chancellor 

iy W&fifSfSi-S 
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friendly legislation and unfavorable court decisions in this and other 
grand jurisdictions; be it 

“Resolved, that each subordinate lodge be, and the same is hereby 
required, to pay to the Grand Keeper of Records and Seal twenty 
rents for each Knight in good standing, borne on the rolls, the pay¬ 
ment to be made on or before the 30th (lay of November, 1910, upon 
blanks to be furnished and prepared by the Grand Keeper of Records 
and Seal. 

“That the Grand Keeper of Records and Seal shall within sixty 
days after receiving same turn over to the Grand Master of the Ex¬ 
chequer all funds collected by him under this resolution, and the 
amounts so received and disbursed shall be shown in the annual re¬ 
ports of the respective officers. Be it further 

“Resolved, that in all questions affecting the character of the emer¬ 
gency requiring the use of this fund and the amount proper to be 
used, shall be decided by the Grand Chancellor, who shall draw T the 
order for the same, attested by the Grand Keeper of Records and Seal, 
and the Grand Chancellor shall report to the next meeting of the 
Grand Lodge any action taken by him pursuant to this resolution.” 

Upon the adoption of the said Resolution, the Grand Chancellor 
ruled that the same must go to the Committee on Law T and Super¬ 
vision, to be placed in their report, since it was in the form of new 
legislation; which committee reported as follow’s: 

“We recommend that the Grand Lodge of Virginia shall tax each 
member of the Subordinate Lodges twenty cents, to go into effect No¬ 
vember 1, 1910, and payable not later than January 1, 1911, and to 
cease thereafter, as per the Reid Resolution,” 

and the report of the said committee was adopted. 

At the Twenty-Seventh Annual Session of Virginia, at Lynchburg, 
on June 21, 1912, the official report of the Supreme Representatives 
w'ho had represented Virginia in the Supreme Lodge at Indianapolis 
was called for and submitted as follow’s: 

“We your Supreme Representatives who were delegated the power 
and authority to represent you at the 15th Biennial Session of the Su¬ 
preme Lodge which session w as held in Indianapolis, Ind., August 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25 and 26,1911, beg leave to report that we reached 
89 the city of Indianapolis on Sunday, August 20, 1911, about 
midday and after some delay in getting registered and looking 
after”- 

******* 

“The opening of the Supreme Lodge w T as delayed by the prolonged 
session of the Indiana Grand Lodge. The first day’s session w r as 
marked by the manner in which it opened. It will be remem¬ 
bered that Virginia had not been successful in collecting the Emer¬ 
gency Tax from all of her benefited members and here is wffiere the 
Committee on Credentials hung fire. They did not recommend the 
seating of the Virginia delegation (although our per capita tax as 
set forth in the Supreme Constitution had been paid and the receipt 
w T as on file in this State) because the Emergency Tax levied by the 
Supreme Lodge in Kansas City, Mo. on each member and ratified by 
the Grand Lodge in Bristol had not been fully paid. 
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fin n^ ere w j Fe ot hers in the same boat and after a hard fio-ht thov 

s&jffl arr:s t,rA n vs tr 4 ,^ 

Knights seemed determined that Virginia should mvM™!™ 
every benefited member in the Order S per the m,^^r Ported on 
th OT, lar n ?P 0rt8 to the Supreme Lodge ” reported on 

s^i:: ofv^rrss^vr 

ending Junf^T lSll'vir^nf L J nc '^ ur g^ginning June 18, and 

“Shocking Conditions'” circular k lnt ° cl ^ uIation the 

as Exhibit F t„ th» Rm r n i ao * <alled > which is set forth in full 

to MIS tote ™Siiv v K ni f 

«u,. s. JSiSIt; ISi? 1 ""' t "« ho» 

KST&S^SSS. 

publjslied by Miit'hel! Crend clmLlfc 1 

s w.. nSr.fdtsri 

0fS2SS„ru i S“„3 i i„“£StS?V“'‘ ««~r of to,i» 

inasmuch as its tnith or accm4cv i! ^ ,s ?®‘ dl « ested herein 

material to the appeal. ' ' 1 ‘ 0n5ld ered by the appellants 

of which 'i.xhibif F toth^bilMsa c^py” sus^nSn^V' 8 P roo,amatio 1 n - 

sSsrteriss 14 

cel lor Vlrgink CcaJe^ ih« «n"“ "" S T'T of the Supreme Chan- 
before the Supreme I ole aH», S ! P T e ? nd the m «‘ter came 

the report ^ “ 1913 V U P° n 

meetmg the Supreme Chancellor reportl lns S on T>1.hclJ 
Ine matter was referred to thp A aci , to p " e Lodge. 

and in the meanwhile the GnSd Chancello^of P V* S ^ ^^vances, 
an appeal from the Supreme ChancefwJ ^ f V lrKln , la , had ^ken 
went to the Committee on Anneait »n J r*- declslon ’ and that appeal 
Supreme Chancellor?report i Tntrnfn? ih'^ff 69 ’ with the 

preme Chancellor’s procSmation ^ .li V affair ’ so , that th e Su- 

on Appeals and Gnevances, and tllnr^Tof C \- theCommit tee 
before the Committee on Annnoi^ U1 ^ ^ irginia were all 

duly considered the same and nt thnh ^ nevai ] ces t which committee 

tee Virginia ap ^Tand was reputed K ‘'‘ ere ° f , by 
sideration of the matter themnl P S. hy counsel; and after eon- 

bill of comp amt, and being as follows ’ g Exhlb,t H to the 

o— olyda 
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‘‘The appeal from the State of Virginia from the suspension 
91 of their Grand Jurisdiction by the Supreme Chancellor of the 
Supreme Lodge Knights of Pythias of N. A., S. A., E., A.,. A., 
and A., during the recess of the Supreme Lodge, came on for hearing. 

“We, your Committee on Appeals and Grievances having examined 
the evidence, and heard the arguments of counsel in the matter of the 
suspension of the Grand Lodge of the jurisdiction of Virginia, recom¬ 
mend that the action of the Supreme Chancellor in suspending said 
jurisdiction, be approved. 

“We further recommend that the passage of the following enact¬ 


ment, to-wit: 

“ ‘Be it enacted that the Knights of Pythias of North America, 
South America, Europe, Asia, Africa and Australia, and the Supreme 
Lodge thereof, in convention assembled, revoke the charter of said 
Grand Lodge, jurisdiction aforesaid, and said Grand Lodge Jurisdic¬ 
tion is hereby dissolved. . . . , 

“ ‘The Supreme Chancellor is hereby directed to call upon all loyal 
Lodges and members to reunite with the Order, and said Supreme 
Chancellor shall take such steps as are necessary to carry out the pro¬ 


visions of this act.’ ” , _ . . 

By way of action upon this report the minutes of the Baltimore 

Session are as follows: 

“On motion of Representative Mitchell, of Texas, the recommen¬ 
dation of the Committee with an enactment of their suspension, in, 
the Virginia Case, was unanimously adopted. Said enactment was 
presented to the body for further consideration, and the same was 

unanimously adopted. . 

“On motion, the report of the Committee on Appeals and Griev¬ 
ances was adopted as a whole.” 

Pursuant to this action, the Supreme Chancellor issued his Procla¬ 
mation of September 24,1913, of which Exhibit I to the bill is a copy. 
Both under the Proclamation of Suspension of the Supreme Chan¬ 
cellor of July 20, 1912, and his subsequent Proclamation of Septem¬ 
ber 24,1913, Virginia was treated, first, as suspended, and afterwards, 
as expelled from the Order, and dealt with accordingly. * 

Respecting the practice of the Order as to suspension of Lodges 
and Officers, the following was shown by the Proceedings of the Su¬ 
preme Lodge, or by testimony given on the hearing: 

92 By proclamation of September 24, 1892, E. A. Williams, 

Supreme Chancellor, declared that certain individual mem¬ 
bers of the Order, and all Knights of certain specified lodges, “and 
such lodges as give adherence to these men or their following are 
hereby suspended from all official and knightly standing in the Order 
until the session of the Supreme Lodge at New Orleans in 1893,” and 
that certain specified lodges were allowed to comply with a certain 
order not later than a date specified, “or they will be suspended from 


the Order.” 

By proclamation of April 4, 1893, the same Supreme Chancellor 
suspended the Grand Lodge of Ohio and Missouri “from all standing 
in our jurisdiction, for disobedience of the laws and edicts of the 
Order.” 

On September 28,1893, the Committee on Appeals and Grievances 
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sustained the suspension of the Grand Lodge of Missouri and its 
Grand Chancellor, and also that of the individuals and lodges meiw 
1893 d m the proclamation of the Supreme Chancellor of Aprif^ 

On May 3,1892, the Chancellor Commander of a subordinate lodge 
suspended a member of the lodge from all rights and priviW^ff 
the Order until a da.y certain, after which it was declared he might 
be reinstated by paying up all indebtedness that might have accrued 

d “™S hls / u ] spen81on :, and ?n May 6,1892, a committee of thSee 
recommended approval of the suspension. 

? hlca P> Hljnois, in 1901, the Supreme Chancellor reported 
ana d^ e ^'H C ^h* e ^^ 1 ^h^Ohrtri^of ^ol^^b^J 0 ^^^] 

At the same session the Committee on Law and Supervision 
recommended that the proposed suspension of the Grand 
f?’ provided notes given in payment of the Supreme rep- 
Ch!n£n f $? , t V° t pa,d ’ “ e left in the hands of the Supreme 

2“n Sap^S P ° Wer t0 aCt in the Premise9 ’ which * 

^? me a special committee recommended “that the 

Supreme Chancellor be instructed to enforce the law, and if neeess 

t °f S ,h SP « nd ® ny { £ ld J a !! P*™ who are in rebellion to the man- 
dates of the Supreme Body , which was unanimously approved. 

t St Louis, in 1903, the Supreme Chancellor reported three aub- 
S5S Sf5£ 8USpended for «*"» - ‘^eir en P dowmen h tmo^ 

nenl5 roclanla ^ 0n °/i un ® 28 > 1902 > S»Piwne Chancellor Starks sus- 
^ n , A # niember of the Order for failure to comply with an order 
of the Supreme Chancellor, and made the same applicable to the 
rae ”? bers °f th e various Courts of the Order of Calanthe 

-SBoS’nS'lSroW.S’ Slsri “ 

•At the same session the Supreme Attorney reported concerning a 

na"geTrl° r f d ^°[ T L ° ng ’ a ™ mber of a SuSi 

Kv^Thir® ■ of ,°» lorado . and that the status of Long was determined 
by the law in force at the time of his death. 

befo n re n “spenston! nStanCeS ^ ^ chaFgeS filed and a hearin 8 had 

In his testimony Williams, former Supreme Chancellor stated that 

8 m Pende i d l he ( ! mnA Ud « es of Ohio and Missouri Eg his 
term of office and that his action in suspending those lodges had been 

sustained by the Supreme Lodge, and the lodges expelled. 

I he effect of the suspension of a Grand Lodge from the 
T , ? rder was . variously stated by the witnesses, as follows: 

a,„ *‘ c L r g j 18 1! ? ‘ le P osl,1 °o that it cannot be represented in the 
preme Lodge; it is not entitled to the pass-word, cannot visit Sub- 

iT^nH tt S ’ ,‘ S sus P ended ., as though the life haci been taken out of 
it, and it simply lies over until it conforms to the law and is reinstated 
by the power that suspended it, or a higher power-in oth^“s 
t e Lodge for the time being is out of the order. A suspended Grand 
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Lodge is a non-affiliated body, and remains as such until restored; it 
is not recognized, not entitled to the semi-annual Pass-word; it has no 
direct relation to the Supreme Ixxlge at all until it is restored either 
by the power suspending it, or a higher power, the Supreme Body; 
it is not entitled to buy or receive any of the paraphernalia of the 
Order, and is entitled to no communication after its suspension; and 
the Subordinate Lodges of a suspended Grand Lodge are in the same 
category as their Grand Ixxlge to the Supreme Lodge. A Grand 
Lodge that has been expelled can only be restored by a legislative 
enactment of the Supreme Lodge; a Grand Lodge that has been sus¬ 
pended can be restored by the power that suspended it. Individual 
or Subordinate Lodges in a Grand Jurisdiction, when that Grand 
Jurisdiction has been expelled, stand also expelled, and when the 
Grand Jurisdiction has l>een suspended, stand also suspended. A 
Grand Ixxlge suspended by order of the Supreme Chancellor, to re¬ 
main suspended until restored by his order or that of the Supreme 
Lodge, is denied the Pass-word, and also fraternal affiliation with 
other organizations of the same Order, and the use of supplies and 
other things in connection with the paraphernalia of the Order— 
in a word, it is in effect out of the Order for the time being, 
05 temporarily suspended. Lodges subordinate to such a Grand 
l>odge have the same status, they remain out until the suspen¬ 
sion is disposed of. If the charter of a Grand Lodge lx? revoked, and 
the Grand Lodge itself dissolved, it has no relation to the Order; it is 
clear out of the Order. Suljordinate Ixxlges of such a Grand Lodge 
automatically return to the Supreme Lodge; Subordinate Ix>dges in a 
State in which there is no Grand Lodge are under the immediate con¬ 
trol of the Supreme Lodge, and the case is the same of Subordinate 
Lodges of a Grand Lodge whose charter is revoked and which is dis¬ 
solved. A Grand Lodge under suspension has no right to admission 
to or representation in the Supreme Lodge. Virginia was not ad¬ 
mitted to the session at Baltimore, or that at Columbus, because she 
was under suspension. 

The Pythian Temple Tax, otherwise for convenience called Pyth¬ 
ian Tax. was proposed at the meeting of the Supreme Lodge at Chi¬ 
cago, Illinois, in 1901, with a view to providing for a sanitarium at 
Hot Springs, Arkansas. The matter was there first presented by 
Mitchell, Grand Chancellor of Virginia, who was Chairman of the 
Committee on Law and Supervision, to which the resolution on the 
subject was referred, and which reported its opinion that the resolu¬ 
tion should be referred to and passed upon by the Finance Committee, 
before being again returned to the Supreme Lodge to be framed into 
a law. . 

This renort was adopted, and at the meeting at St Louis, Missouri, 
in 1903, the matter again came up, and the recommendation to raise a 
fund for the building of a Pythian Temple also was adopted. At the 
same meeting a provision was adopted looking to the creation of a 
Pythian Temple Commission, for the purpose of preparing a 
96 plan for the collection of the Pythian Tax for the objects indi¬ 
cated. Under this provision the Commission, consisting of 
thirteen members, and including Mitchell, Grand Chancellor of Vir¬ 
ginia, was appointed by the Supreme Chancellor. 


J 
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At a meeting of November 23th, 1903, the Commission Mit^ll 
being the only absentee, unanimously adopted a resolution thnt 
—ent of twenty cent, per year teCEd u^he merntre 0 f 

Jlr»,zss iSgsstJttfirft in !?"?■ ,h » am - 

Lodge of tlie passage of this resolutioo f or ai^^s^ie,T' 6 "? 8 
cents per year upon all mpmL.ro A ^^essment of twenty 

tionaf Pythian Temple and Sanitarium,bwi^^ktowntafn^n* 

the Commission and steSw fn P J de , d for the resolutions of 
the Grand ChanXotol ZhturiXf^ *° ca ^ out the assessment 

lection in the wa?ihatS^£b e°fn'r' d ^ n ? e for ite -I- 
to fitted to the Supreme'Chancellor on “oflSfiSS ShTay 

t h is°Cornm i ttee J subim dtecfat Ah ismeetfn 0 ^ Yp^lf and a mem ber of 
following minority mpo?t; ^ meCtlng at Pl ‘*aburgh, in 1905, the 

“To the Supreme Lodge: 

Pythian ''Tem pk,' * a n’rd tariu " '"r itself a minorit y «{ the 
submit the following Veport d banitanum Commission, beg leave to 

meSHf’ ^ Gmnd tSK th « -dividual 

Lodges, and the enforcement of the U1 ! IC1 . Jhere exist Grand 
Section 6, page 6, whfcK^de, th * S ln Potion of Article I, 

and specificalTy pLvidL tCw ay in whTchThf * Lodg « 

and also a usurpation of the nower t ♦ i. -L the money can be raised 
in Article VII, Section l paa^ thl ^dges as delegated 

“ ‘To provide a revenue^? the t f<Mlni t r bp ln S as follows: 
resentative tax on each Grand L n <lge ^ ™ eans of a rep- 

nished by it and dues from Subordimite I.odw argeS /° r SU P plies fur ' 
jurisdiction.’ nate Lodges under its immediate 

‘‘And the latter 

Grftnd Lodges ♦ ♦ ^ i i , 

over all Subordinate Lodges within their ti^T 6 ’ • °,T nal jurisdiction 
members attached to the same.’ terntonal bmit, and over the 

in the levy mg o ‘/’ at we have transcended our powers 

and Laws of the Supreme Lod^teYo'expunee'd 1 t,lat J5 e Constitution 
as to legalize this action of ouforder oSh^’ and amended 
only to the Grand and Subordinate^ Lodees ^ 1 . seued > and sold 

bodies connected with their Simrpmo ° r eom P anie s or organized 
the shape of dividends be paid Ys u hat such su ms in 

this department. P 88 may ^ justified by the progress of 
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“We recommend that the matter under discussion be recommitted 
to us with the instructions that we report some plan for the constitu¬ 
tional launching of the enterprise in question and make such recom¬ 
mendations as it sees fit for the disposal or expenditure of the funds 
already collected. 

“Respectfully submitted, * 

“JOHN MITCHELL, Jr., 

Of the Pythian Temple and, Sanitarium Commission/' 

The majority report contained fourteen articles submitted as the 
By-Laws for the government of the Pythian-Temple-feanitarium-De- 
partment, the material portions of which are hereinbefore set forth, 
under the title “Laws of 1905”. 

The action taken by the Supreme Lodge upon this report is re¬ 
corded in the Minutes as follows: 

98 “It was moved by Sir A. A. Wesley, of Illinois, that the 
minority report be laid on the table. Yeas, 53; nays, 21. 

Carried. 

“It was moved by Sir Jno. Mitchell, Jr., that the report of Com¬ 
mission be tabled. Motion lost, 52 to 14. 

“It was moved by Sir B. J. Caruthers, of Missouri, that the report of 
Commission be adopted by sections. Motion carried.” 

The minutes then show consideration of the proposed By-Laws, 
article by article, and record as to each article that it was “aaopted” 
or “approved”. 

The Minutes of this action then conclude: 

“On motion of Sir E. A. Williams the report was adopted as a 
whole.” 

Respecting this the Supreme Chancellor testified as follows: 

“The majority report was adopted. Now, I construe this, and the 
Supreme Lodge, I suppose, that all these proceedings leading up 
there, up to that time, and finally adopted by more than two-thirds 
majority, had complied with the constitution which requires, first, the 
submission at a session, and the going over to the next session, and on 
the vote being adopted by a majority, we have complied with that 
article of the constitution”; 

this and the acceptance by every Grand Lodge in the Supreme Juris¬ 
diction, except Virginia, was the only authority for the Pythian Tax, 
which tax was thought by defendants to be provided for a special 
fund, not for the revenues of the Supreme Lodge. The Pythian Tax 
was not undertaken to be collected after the meeting at Kansas City 
in 1909. 

The history of the Emergency Tax was somewhat similar to that of 
the Pythian "Tax. The Emergency Tax was recommended by the 
Supreme Chancellor in his report at the Kansas City meeting, in 
1909, and its object was to produce a fund for the defense of the rights 
of the Order, which at the time was engaged in a litigation, at the suit 
of the white Knights of Pythias, who sought to prevent the colored 
Knights from using the name, which litigation went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where it was decided in favor of 

99 the Order, and it was by means of funds raised in this way 
that the Order was helped to secure that decision. 
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ifi iff as* 

was unanimmis as hereinbefore set forth 8 ‘ 41)6 ado P tlon 

Se£ntf IndiSu* The 8 * “ “ act ““® t of the Biennial 
the following: ^ 19U ' The m,nutes of *»* meeting recite 

» i— 

be used for litigation only. “ genCy * und two y 68 '' 5 *) same to 

“Indianapolis, Ind., Aug. 26 , 1911 . 
South America, 

eitc^^n^”^ ^account cd\he* nsmtTof the* Ch^er**use *f emblems! 
ordiS^i^ti?m < S t their t riah^ P A me r I/Hlg ? to protect its «*■ 

A:si^ b * ffia south 

ayre* w»sf “ 

jurisdiction, and upon each Grand Court in tl° r eUt " 1 member in its 
each member in its jurisdiction the ln t4 lf ? um of five cents for 

to begin the fin* ^ j£°£ry oFZLhll *S* l Ue f" d W»N* 
years. y 01 68011 year for v the term of two 

of «ing d liSS Si'f^ort" be t T d the P ur pose only 
of Pythias of North America 8 ^. af^ 1 ^ the J 0rder of tho Knights 

Fund^on in SUeh jurisdiction shall be ^id of ^Em^ncJ 

****** 

*^i£uS£?3&£r Lo " i ” n * 11 Xw. 

* * ’ * * * * * 

, kSa’s®*-**.* 

constitution. It was rulM that in crod an amendment to the 
b. done. Tho £, 1"°“? ?. M 

enactment. Roll call: Yeas, 84 Vats f,9 P , a< ?° ptlon of the 
were Colorado, 1 • Alabama 4 . a xt The states voting nay 

gnia, 3; Virginia^4^ Kmtuckf ? rVnL^ ^ y ’ 3 >’ Wes ‘ Vir- 
Florida, 1. ’ Ky > 4 > Tennessee, 2; Pennsylvania, 4; 

Tho *# V °j being 84 to 32 > the enactment was carried » 
def®dMte d as P rSl b ftm t d e a^d ier f I1Cy Tax was co ^ id °red by the 
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per capita tax, and the law was construed by the defendants to the 
effect that the Order could levy such per capita taxes for such special 

funds. . . 4 

Testimony was received by the court, over objection and exception 
by the defendants, tending to prove that the vote adopting the Emer¬ 
gency Tax of 1909 was not unanimous ; that the Virginia representa¬ 
tives declared at Kansas City in 1909 that the tax was unconstitu¬ 
tional and refused to abide by it or to pay it, but agreed only to assist 
the Supreme Lodge in its fight with the white Supreme Lodge by the 
levying of taxes by Virginia in its own right, but that the Virginia 
representatives did not recognize the right of the Supreme Ix>dge to go. 
into the State and levy a per capita tax without changing the Consti¬ 
tution of the Order. 

Further testimony was offered on behalf of the plaintiffs as to what 
was referred to as a gentleman’s agreement in Kansas City in 1909 
between the Virginia delegates and some of the officers of the Su¬ 
preme Lodge, not to be found in the Minutes and by word of mouth 
between them, as to the collection of the funds which are a part of 
the subject matter of this litigation and dispute. This testimony was 
objected to upon the ground, among others, that the defendants did 
not propose to found any argument of acquiescence or agree- 
101 ment on the part of the Virginia Grand Lodge, plaintiff, be¬ 
cause of anything that happened at the Kansas City Con¬ 
vention in 1909. The court sustained the objection of the defend¬ 
ants upon this ground. Defendants’ counsel announced that the de¬ 
fendant did not want to argue “back to 1909”. The court announced 
in sustaining the objection and excluding the testimony that the 
defendants would not be permitted thereafter in this case to make 
any argument along the line suggested. 

Testimony offered on behalf of the defendants was received by the 
court also to the effect that the action of the Supreme Lodge in levy¬ 
ing this tax in 1909 was actually unanimous and that, although 
Mitchell, the Grand Chancellor of Virginia, and one of the Virginia 
representatives, had protested against the Pythian Temple Tax prior 
to 1909, and protested against the enforcement of the Emergency 
Tax after 1909, he did not make objection when it was levied at the 
session of 1909, and his first objection to the Emergency Tax was 
made when the “Shocking Conditions” circular was issued, or in 
the correspondence between him, Mitchell, Grand Chancellor of Vir¬ 
ginia, and the Supreme Chancellor of the Order, just prior thereto; 
and to the effect that as respects the grounds of objection on the part 
of Mitchell of Virginia to tne Emergency Tax, prior to this time, the 
objection was on the ground that part of it had been spent for salaries 
and expenses, purposes other than for the defense of the Order; and 
that there was no resistance to the Emergency Tax, which was the 
Defense Tax provided for at Indianapolis in 1911, when the change 
was made from an Emergency Tax to a Defense Tax, that several of 
the Grand Jurisdictions resisted. The Emergency Tax was enacted 
at Kansas City in 1909 for two years only. That expired by 
102 limitation, and the tax was changed and called a Defense Tax. 

At this time the Order was involved in various law suits, in 
Alabama, in Mississippi, in Tennessee, and in Georgia, which were 
conducted successfully for the Order, with the aid of this fund. 
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The Supreme Attorney testified that none of the taxes Pvthinn 
Emergency or Defense, was. in fact, a per capita tax S’wasa Z’- 
resentative tax, apportioned to each Grand Lodge according to t 
num er of its members; that the participation by each Grand Lodge 

Wt S ,T e T of the Order is representative, 
the number of members up to the number of two thousand and tfle* 
eral taxes were levied upon the Grand Lodges in accordance with 

levieTm^n%°hVrra r nd'rS!?”* a " d thatin each ins ‘ance the tax was 
It wnffn^L C I V n P/opertion to its memberehip. 

in lcH Mt ,^, ; ( ’ St | lhed bebalf defendants that at Indianapolis 

, , ” J it was simply a question of paying up arrears bv those who 
had not paid the Emergency Tax in full; that tax was notTcondL^d 
T there ’enacted what was called the Defense Tax, another tax 
^ fo ;; “other two years; the Emergency Tax time had expired 
and the Order was trying to force those in arrears to pay that t « ! 
In \ ^ objection had been made to the Emergency Tax ' V which was 
enacted by a unanimous vote, and it was when the Supreme Ghl^ 
cellor ruled at Indianapolis that the Grand Lodge Jurisdictions which 
bad "°‘ Pf d ‘heir shares of the Emergency Tax cotdd nTbe ^ 

mitted to the meeting of the Supreme Lodge, that Virginia agreed to 

were*dfrerted 

103 As respects the Defense Fund, instead of being called an 

Virginia has paid nothing on account of the Defend Fnn^ u 

Indianapolis; and up to the time of’ ih!® a ‘ d > 1 V,r ? nla promised at 
G At d th^°t1 geS h f ad fl paid “y P art of the Defbn^Tax D ° ne ° f the 

of Jul y 20, 

Virginia taxes as follows: $64 60 for Unpa i d b y 

with the action of the Supreme Lodge 1 ^’ *P accordance 

$675.70 for the year 1910 P fn accordfnee ilfh° y m tbat y®"-' 
$563.80 for theVenr 1011 acco ro an ce with the same action; and 

apolis in 1911 In adi ? iVatTh^‘ an %?v. th the action at Indi “- 
9-3193a ’ the tlme of the Proceedings at Colum- 
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bus in 1915, Virginia had not paid the sum of $563.80 taxes for the 
year 1912, in accordance with the action taken at Indian- 
spoils 

104 Respecting the right of Deputy District Supreme Chan¬ 
cellors to participate and vote in meetings of the Supreme 

Lodge, the following was shown by the Proceedings of the Supreme 
Lodge: 

Beginning with the biennial session of the Supreme Lodge held at 
St. Louis, Missouri, in 1903, the proceedings show as follows: 

At the session of 1903, the proceedings of the first day, August 31, 
show that the Supreme Lodge was informally opened, and that the 
formal opening occurred on the second day, September 1. 

At the morning meeting on this day twenty Grand Lodges an¬ 
swered the roll-call, and a Committee on Returns and Credentials was 
appointed. At the afternoon meeting the Committee on Returns and 
Credentials reported showing fifty-eight Supreme Representatives, 
with nine officers, and five Deputy Supreme Chancellors, making a 
total of seventy-two, present. The report of the Committee was 
adopted. 

On the following day, September 2, twenty Grand Lodges and four 
District Deputy Supreme Chancellors answered the roll-call, and the 
minutes of the previous session were read and after some minor cor¬ 
rections approved. 

The proceedings of this session disclose no question raised respect¬ 
ing the District Deputy Supreme Chancellors. 

At the biennial session of 1905, at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, on 
the first day, August 22, at the morning meeting a Committee on Cre¬ 
dentials and Returns was appointed, which reported at the afternoon 
meeting showing present six District Deputy Supreme Chancellors, 
and the report of the Committee was, on motion of John Mitchell, 
Jr., Supreme Representative from Virginia, adopted. 

105 At the meeting of the following morning seven District 
Deputy Supreme Chancellors answered the roll-call, and the 

minutes of the previous session were read and after some minor cor¬ 
rections approved. 

At this session also no question concerning the District Deputy 
Supreme Chancellors arose. 

At the session of 1907, at Louisville, Kentucky, the report of the 
Committee on Credentials and ^Returns contains no mention of Dis¬ 


trict Deputy Supreme Chancellors as such, and no question concern¬ 
ing their status arose during the session. 

At the session of 1909, at Kansas City, Missouri, the Committee on 
Credentials and Returns reported eleven District Deputy Supreme 
Chancellors entitled to vote. On the coming in of the Committee’s 
report it was resolved to consider the adoption of the same by States, 
and during consideration of the report the following occurred: 

“The question was raised relative to the rights of D. D. S. C. in 
the Supreme Lodge, and after much discussion the ruling of the 
Supreme Chancellor was requested on the point. 

“The Supreme Chancellor ruled that in accordance with the custom 
of the Supreme Lodge, D. D. S. C. would be entitled to vote. 

“On motion the ruling of the Supreme Chancellor was sustained.” 

At the session of 1911, at Indianapolis, Indiana, the Committee on 
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Cred entia l s and Returns reported ten District Deputy Supreme Chan¬ 
cellors present and entitled to vote. * supreme ^nan- 

„ the proceedings show no formal adoption of the renort it 

mot o/Kon*? ' mVe T adopted i - proposed amendmenTto^he 
a< ?£ pt was J acted u P° n > and the Committee on Returns and 

adT,to] inH h ! r l ( iir d f a . 9 , u PP leme 1 ntar y report which, on motion, was 
wjfi adopted ler su P plementar >’ re Port of the Committee 

me present and entitled to vote eight District DemfSfsnn«mlV5 
«“«£ Upon consideration of thfs reSrtTwS^ly^W^; 

ferred to the Supreme Deputy ChanS ? or ^theit™ 

js*4? »* r,5K sis 

cellors arosea^thb'^si^m 61 * 1 " 8 * he Dlstnct Deputy Supreme Chan- 

Approved and certified as and for the substance of nil • 

dence given on the henrino- nf e auusiance ot all the evi- 

trasss ifisaitas psr&sa 

Ca %’theCo f u r rt! hen; tWS 3l8t day ° f Ma ^ 8 reC ° rd ln the 881,1 


0. K. 
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